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About fifteen years ago while looking through the index of 
Devonshire wills published by the British Record Society, I was 
struck by the large number of testators bearing the unusual name 
of Cowes who had lived in the parish of Stokeinteignhead. Giles 
Cowes of Ipswich, my ancestor, and his brother Christopher had 
not been traced to an English home and, although Ipswich is 
not a town where one would expect to find men of Devon, a short 
search in the registry at Exeter produced the wills of Thomas 
Cowes and his widow Mary, both naming their sons Giles and 
Christopher. 

Some years later I was in Devonshire with the late Col. Charles 
E. Banks, and to relieve the monotony of long days spent in the 
Exeter registry toiling over bundles of Bishop’s transcripts, we 
made several journeys to south-coast parishes on the chance, 
seldom vain, that we might run across the traces of Maine immi- 
grants in the parish registers. Naturally I was anxious to 
include Stokeinteignhead, and the colonel, with no interest in 
Ipswich, consented to go with me somewhat reluctantly, as there 
were other villages which, from the Maine standpoint, he con- 
sidered more promising, but he had a surprising reward. The 
expected Cowes entries were readily forthcoming, but in addition 
one familiar Maine name after another struck our astonished 
eves. That evening at our hotel in Exeter we went over the mass 
of entries which we had copied and chalked up about ten reason- 
ably certain identifications. 

In 1939 I asked Mr. Tapley-Soper of the Devon and Cornwall 
Record Society to have the Stokeinteignhead register copied for 
me from its beginning in 1538 to 1650, and from this copy comes 
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the material presented below about the origin of a score of men 
who lived on the Isles of Shoals and the neighboring mainland in 
the seventeenth century. 

There is nothing at Stokeinteignhead to suggest the sea except 
its air. It is at the bottom of a valley or rather a bowl, with 
gently rolling hills on all sides, but over the southern hill lies the 
English channel while the road over the eastern slope leads down 
to the broad and deep estuary of the river Teign. In spite of 
its quiet rural look, it has always been a village of fishermen. 
During the years covered by the copy of the parish register it 
must have contained many more cottages and people than it does 
today, with between twenty and thirty babies baptized each year, 
and a roughly equal number of burials. Some years were excep- 
tional, however. In both 1546 and 1590 one hundred persons 
died in the parish, whole families falling prey to plague within 
a few weeks. 

Occasionally the parson added something to the simple fact of 
death. In 1587—‘‘In this yeare about the 2 August died 
Thomas Kirton alias Lake in his Newfoundland voyage’’; in 
1604—‘‘ John Selman was drowned in the partes of Newfound- 
land about this time of the year’’ (April); and in 1606— 
‘*Thomas Kellie son of John dide this year as he was sailing 
towards Newfoundland about April in the beginning of the 
voiage.’’ Ireland has no monopoly of Kellys. They were plen- 
tiful in this part of Devon from the time when surnames first 
came into being. 

From these entries, only dealing with unhappy voyages, it is 
obvious that the passage to America was no uncommon adventure 
to the fishermen of Stokeinteignhead, and when the emigration 
years began it is not surprising that many young men from the 
parish decided to cast their lot in the new world. In the Isles 
of Shoals and its vicinity, probably visited annually by Devon 
captains and kinsmen, they made their headquarters, and there 
are found the three Sealey brothers,* John, William and Rich- 
ard, Christopher Cowes, George Monk, Gregory Jeffrey, Charles 
Potum, Michael and Richard Endell, Jasper Pullman, John Lux 
(possibly), Henry and Richard Millbury, Gregory Vittery and 
William Seavey. Giles Cowes, a coaster, must have been often 
at the Shoals from his home in Ipswich, and on the fishing 
grounds Michael Cowes of Marblehead doubtless met his boyhood 
friends. Thomas Sealey of the Kennebee may well have been the 
youngest brother of the three at the Shoals. 


* For their history in Stokeinteignhead see The New England Historical and Genealog- 
ical Register, 85: 74. 
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COWES 

The pedigree of Giles and Christopher Cowes may be found in 
the New England Historical and Genealogical Register, 85: 385. 
From the beginning of the parish register this family was very 
numerous in Stokeinteignhead, and Michael Cowes of Marble- 
head was not closely related to the brothers. If the identification 
is correct, and the probabilities are distinctly in its favor, his 
ancestry works out as follows: 

THomaAs Cowes was born about 1535, possibly a son of that 
Thomas Cowes who was the father of children baptized at Stoke- 
inteignhead from the opening of the register in 1538 until 1545. 
He was a fisherman, and so described himself when he made his 
will July 27, 1587, leaving legacies to the church, to his sons 
John, Bennett, Robert, Gregory, and William and to his wife 
and executrix, Elizabeth. The will was proved Oct. 25, 1587.* 

His widow E.izaBetH Cowes was buried at West Town (West 
Teignmouth?) Nov. 13, 1613. She also left a will, dated Nov. 11, 
1613, and proved Feb. 18, 1613 [1613/14]. To my godchildren, 
Edward and Thomas Cowse, a Crocke each. To Johane Cowse, 
daughter of Bennett Cowse, my best pettycott. To Avys Cowse, 
daughter of Gregory Cowse, my great cheist. To Johane and 
Sidwell Cowse, daughters of Gregory Cowse, a shepe each. To 
John, son of said Gregory, my best platter dish. To Marie 
Cowse, daughter of Thomas Cowse, deceased, one shepe. To 
Elizabeth Cowse, daughter of Thomas Cowse, deceased, one 
shepe. To Avis, Johane and Sidwell, my best pillow-tie. To 
Michael, son of Bennett Cowse, one shepe. To Susan Cowse, 
daughter of William Cowse, one shepe. To Ellen Luxe, daughter 
of Christopher Luxe, a Lambe. To Michael Cowse, son of said 
William, a Cloocke. To John Cowse of Ringmore, a Butt of Bees. 
To said William Cowse, my son, a Cowe. Residue to Gregorie 
Cowse, my son, and he to be executor. 


Children, baptized in Stokeinteignhead : 
i. THOMAS, bapt. July 16, 1559; probably that sailor who was buried 
in Ireland, while on a voyage, July 27, 1587. 
Children, legatees of their grandmother: 
1. Marie. 
2. Elizabeth. 


ii. WHILLIAM, bapt. Sept. 8, 1561; m. Jan. 22, 1589, Avis Tapley, who 
was buried June 29, 1623; buried Nov. 18, 1627. 


Children, baptized in Stokeinteignhead : 


1. Marie, bapt. Nov. 15, 1590; probably d. in infancy. 
2. John (twin), buried Dec. 16, 1592. 


* Prerogative Court of Canterbury, 57 Spencer. 
+ Archdeaconry Court of Exeter. 
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3. Robert (twin), bapt. Nov. 24, buried Dee. 16, 1592. 

4. Michael, bapt. Oct. 3, 1594; legatee of his grandmother. 
5. Robert, bapt. Nov. 1, 1595. 

6. Mary (twin), bapt. and buried Jan. 10, 1597. 

7. Thomasine (twin), bapt. and buried Jan. 10, 1597. 

8. Susan, bapt. Aug. 31, 1606; legatee of her grandmother; 


possibly the Susan Cowes who was buried June 7, 1623. 

iii. Greaory, bapt. July 9, 1564; m. ELIZABETH who survived 

him and was the administratrix of his estate; buried June 4, 

1637. She was buried Sept. 5, 1642, her nuneupative will leav- 

ing her property to her daughter Sidwell, wife of Hercules 

Basset and her son John Cowes, with small legacies to Mary 
Lemmon and Andrew Graunte.* 


Children, baptized in Stokeinteignhead : 

1. Avis; legatee of her grandmother; m. Oct. 30, 1620, 
Edward Ford. 

2. Annis; buried Jan. 27, 1594. 

3. Johan, bapt. Oct. 17, 1596; legatee of her grandmother. 

. Thomas, bapt. Sept. 2, 1599. 

5. Sidwell, bapt. Aug. 14, 1603; m. (1) Feb. 4, 1625, Allen 
Leyman; m. (2) Hercules Bassett. 

6. John, bapt. July 13, 1606; m. Nov. 25, 1635, Agnes Baker, 
who on his death (buried Feb. 14, 1643) was appointed 
administratrix of his estate and of that of her mother- 
in-law cum testamento annexo, 

iv. Rosert, bapt. Nov. 17, 1566; m. Feb. 8, 1596, SIpwELL ZEVIE who 
was buried Sept. 16, 1626; no children baptized at Stokeinteign- 
head. 

v. BENNETT; m. Dee. 5, 1597, JoHAN COWES; no burial or testa- 
mentary record of either. 


Children, baptized in Stokeinteignhead: 
1. Johan, bapt. Aug. 17, 1598. 
2. John, buried April 18, 1601. 
3. Edward, bapt. Sept. 18, 1603; legatee of his grandmother. 
4. Dorothy, bapt. May 29, 1606; buried Dee. 22, 1607. 
5. Michael, bapt. Aug. 6, 1609; legatee of his grandmother. 
vi. JOHN, bapt. Nov. 30, 1570; probably the John Cowes of Ring- 
more mentioned in his mother’s will in 1613. 


It will be seen that Thomas Cowes had two grandsons ealled 
Michael—Michael (William, Thomas), baptized in 1594, and 
Michael (Bennett, Thomas), baptized in 1609. Both of these 
boys lived to marry and have children. The first children of 
Michael (William, Thomas), born before his cousin married, are 
easily ascertainable but there comes a time when both men were 
fathers, and when Michael, son of Michael Cowes, was baptized 
on August 4, 1639, we have no certain means of saying whose 
son he was. Unfortunately the parson did not record the names 
of mothers nor did he use ‘‘the elder’’ and ‘‘the younger’’ when 
two men of the parish bore identical names. Nor did either 
Michael make a will. 


* Archdeaconry Court of Exeter. 
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MicHaeL Cowes (William, Thomas), baptized Oct. 3, 1592, 
married (1) Nov. 26, 1618, Mary Ler, who was buried Nov. 11, 
1620; m. (2) Jan. 27, 1624, Joan Perer. 


Child, by first wife : 
i. JANE, bapt. Sept. 28, 1619. 


Children, by second wife : 
ii. Prrer, bapt. July 29, 1627. 
iii. Avis, bapt. Dee. 7, 1628. 
iv. Susan, bapt. Sept. 19, 1630. 
v. SILVESTER, bapt. Aug. 26, 1632. 


MicHaeEL Cowes (Bennett, Thomas), baptized Aug. 6, 1609, 
married Jan, 22, 1631(2), Grack ANDREW, but to them we can 
only assign one child, and that one solely because she was named 
for her mother. 


GRACE, bapt. Oct. 25, 1645. 


There seems to be no possible way of deciding to whom the 
remaining children ‘‘of Michael’’ belonged. They were: 


CHRISTIAN, bapt. Aug. 4, 1633. 

Epwarb, bapt. Oct. 3, 1633; buried Nov. 24, 1636. 
RICHARD, bapt. Oct. 25, 1635; buried Feb. 11, 1643. 
JOHN, bapt. Nov. 29, 1635. 

MICHAEL, bapt. Aug. 4, 1639. 

Roser, bapt. July 2, 1642. 

ELIZABETH, bapt. Oct. 14, 1649. 


MicHaEL Cowes (Michael, William or Bennett, Thomas), bap- 
tized at Stokeinteignhead Aug. 4, 1639, was a fisherman in 
Marblehead, Massachusetts, in 1677 when he made a deposition 
in which his age was stated to have been ‘‘about forty.’’ There 
is an earlier record of him in America, however, for in 1668 John 
Card of Kittery, Maine, who held an unexpired lease of property 
called Lower Gabwell at Combeinteignhead, the next parish to 
Stokeinteignhead, assigned it to Michael Cowes of Combeinteign- 
head, fisherman, whose father Michael Cowes the elder was 
already in possession.* 

Michael Cowes married in Marblehead about 1677 Grace 
Stacey, who died March, 1735/6, aged seventy-seven. He was 
constable of the town in 1679. His fishing business was carried 
on in partnership with his father-in-law John Stacey, and the 
records of their leases of flake-yards from the town appear in the 
books from 1685 to 1700. His home was on the east side of 


* York, Maine, Deeds 2: 64. 


70 THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST 


Broad street (now Washington street). Administration on his 
estate was granted to his widow Grace Cowes June 30, 1715. 


Children, baptized in Marblehead : 


i. MICHAEL; m. by Rev. Cotton Mather in Boston July 7, (17017), to 
RACHEL SHORT; administration on his estate granted to his 
widow July 16, 1718.* His widow kept a shop in Marblehead 
and it would seem very profitably. She died in April, 1736, 
and her will, dated March 3, 1735, left her ‘‘camblet Riding 
Hood and striped holland Gown’’ to her daughter Mary Killy, 
her ‘‘black silk Suit and silk Camblet Cloak’’ to her daughter 
Elizabeth King, her ‘‘chintz Gown lined with Green Lutestring 
and green Stuff Robe, sable Muff and Ear Rings to her daughter 
Rachel Watts, gold rings to her sons Samuel and Thomas, a 
silver knife and fork to her son Giles and named her sons 
Samuel Cowes and Daniel King executors. Her dwelling-house, 
shops and land were valued at £200.t 


Children, bapt. in Marblehead: 


1. Michael, bapt. Sept. 13, 1702. 

2. Mary, bapt. Nov. 8, 1702; m. (1) Sept. 15, 1720, John 
Norman; m. (2) July 30, 1728, Thomas Kelly. 

3. Elizabeth, bapt. Jan. 23, 1705, in Boston; m. May 12, 

1729, Daniel King. 

Rachel; m. May 26, 1728, Alexander Watts. 

Samuel; m. Dee. 1, 1735, Mary Goold. 

Giles. 

. Thomas, bapt. July 28, 1717. 

ii. Grace. She lived with her grandmother Stacey who gave her a 
lot on the Broad street Nov. 16, 1680, and she was married as 
Grace Stacey alias Coaze to THOMAS POWSLAND Aug. 27, 1699. 

iii. AGNES; m. April 25, 1700, SamuEL NICHOLSON. 

iv. Mary, bapt. Sept. 6, 1684; m. Dec. 14, 1704, THomMAs PEACH. 

v. ELIZABETH, bapt. Sept. 19, 1686; d. in infancy. 

vi. ELIZABETH, bapt. June 17, 1688; m. Dee. 21, 1713, WILLIAM 
NICHOLSON. 

vii. SAMUEL, bapt. March 22, 1690/1; m. Jan. 1, 1717/8, ELIZABETH 
HAWKINS. 


Children, baptized in Marblehead: 


1. Elizabeth, bapt. Aug. 13, 1718. 
Samuel, bapt. Oct. 16, 1720; died in infancy. 
Samuel, bapt. Feb. 4, 1722. 
Michael, bapt. Aug. 9, 1724. 
Thomas, bapt. June 26, 1726; d. in infancy. 
Mary, bapt. Oct. 26, 1729. 
. Thomas, bapt. March 25, 1733. 
viii. SARAH, bapt. April 24, 1692; m. Jan. 29, 1711/2, BENJAMIN 
SALTER. 
ix. WILLIAM, bapt. Aug. 24, 1692. 
x. ELEANOR, bapt. Feb. 23, 1695/6; m. July 16, 1714, THomas 
MAINE. 


* Essex, Mass., Probate 312: 375. 
+ Essex, Mass., Probate 320: 302. 
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MONK 


JoHN Monk came to Stokeinteignhead upon his marriage to 
ELIZABETH SELLMAN, January 14, 1610. The name does not pre- 
viously appear in the parish register but is a well known Devon 
surname. Elizabeth, daughter of Richard Sellman, was bap- 
tized May 18, 1590, and in 1624 Richard Sellman made his will 
leaving property to his daughter Isabel [sic] Monk and her sons 
Richard and George.* 


Children, baptized in Stokeinteignhead : 
i. THOMAS, bapt. Oct. 13, 1611; buried Oct. 19, 1611. 
ii. RicHarp, bapt. Oct. 31, 1612. 

iii. JOANE, bapt. Oct. 15, 1616; m. Feb. 4, 1640, GkorGE KELLY. 

iv. GEORGE, bapt. Nov. 9, 1618; a fishing-master at the Isles of Shoals. 
For further details, see Genealogical Dictionary of Maine and 
New Hampshire, p. 486. 

v. ELIZABETH, bapt. July 21, 1622. 

vi. JOHN, bapt. July 16, 1625. A John Monk was at the Isles of 
Shoals in 1649, 

vii. CHRISTOPHER, bapt. April 12, 1629. Doubtless he was the Chris- 
topher Monk, fisherman, of the Isles of Shoals, on whose estate 
administration was granted to Michael Endle, another Stokein- 
teignhead man, Feb. 13, 1666/7. 

viii. AGNES, bapt. July 14, 1632. 


JEFFREY 
1. Ropert JEFFREY (commonly spelled Geffry in the regis- 
ter) married FripiswypE KeErton at Stokeinteignhead, October 
1, 1559. She had been baptized Oct. 21, 1538, the daughter of 
John Kerton. Robert Jeffrey died at sea in the summer of 1582. 


Children, baptized at Stokeinteignhead : 
i. ALSE, bapt. Aug. 11, 1560; buried June 18, 1562. 
ii. ELuice [son], bapt. Nov. 5, 1564, 
2 iii, JOHN, bapt. Nov. 17, 1566. 
iv. THOMAS, bapt. March 19, 1567 
v. THOMAS, bapt. March 19 [sic], 1569; m. Nov. 21, 1607, TAMSINE 
KELLIE, who d. April 2 22, 1622; he d. June 12, 1611. He prob- 
ably had a previous wife, however, by whom he was father of 
1. Margarett, bapt. Sept. 23, 1592. 
2. William, bapt. Aug. 7, 1599. 
vi. RicHarpDA, bapt. Aug. 2, 1573. 
vii. DororuHier, bapt. Oct. 12, 1576. 


2. JoHN JEFFREY (Robert) was baptized November 17, 1566, 
at Stokeinteignhead. He married October 10, 1592, JoHAN 
QuILLETT, who had been baptized November 13, 1574, the 
daughter of John and Margaret (Lowden) Quillett, who were 
married November 26, 1568. She was probably the Johan Jeffrey 
who was buried November 20, 1611. 


* Archdeaconry Court of Exeter. 
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Children, baptized in Stokeinteignhead : 


i. FRIDSWIDE, bapt. Nov. 30, 1594; buried April 24, 1596. 

ii. Mary, bapt. Nov. 28, 1596; buried Feb. 23, 1597. 

iii. ALSE, bapt. Dec. 24, 1598; m. Feb. 4, 1625, THomas TAPPER. 

iv. AMYE (twin), bapt. Sept. 6, 1601. 

v. JUDITH (twin), bapt. Sept. 6, 1601; buried Dee. 22, 1601. 

vi. GRBEGORIE, bapt. July 17, 1604. He was at Cape Porpoise, Maine, 
by 1651, and made a deposition there in 1661, giving his age 
as about sixty. He married in Devonshire before 1631 and had 
three children baptized in Stokeinteignhead. He was married 
again in Maine about the year 1659 to Mary , who after 
his death married John Lux. Further details can be found in 
Genealogical Dictionary of Maine and New Hampshire, p. 376. 
Besides two children by his second wife, there were 


Children, baptized at Stokeinteignhead: 
1. John, bapt. Sept. 18, 1631; buried March 17, 1631. 
2. John, bapt. Sept. 12, 1633. 
3. Grace, bapt. Oct. 23, 1636. 
4. Susanna (probably), bapt. Dee. 15, 1638. 
vii. JOAN, bapt. Aug. 14, 1607; m. July 29, 1630, Roperr Poram. 


~POTUM 


Rospert Potam married JOANE GiFFERY at Stokeinteignhead, 
July 29, 1630. The name Potum was new in the parish. She 
was buried there July 18, 1649. On February 10, 1649/50, 
‘*“Osbert’’ Potum married Sidwell Stevens, and in all probability 
this was Robert’s second marriage. Otherwise it is the only 
entry of the name in the register which does not appertain to his 
immediate family. 


Children, baptized at Stokeinteignhead : 


i. THOMAS, bapt. May 31, 1631. 

ii. CHARLES, bapt. March 3, 1632. He went to Cape Porpoise, Maine, 
with his uncle Gregory Jeffrey, whose widow left her two babies 
with him, a helpless bachelor, when she went away with John 
Lux to get married. For details, see Genealogical Dictionary of 
Maine and New Hampshire, p. 564. 

iii. JupITH, bapt. March 22, 1634. 

iv. JOHN, bapt. April 1, 1638. 

v. KATHERINE, bapt. July 19, 1640. 

vi. AGNES, bapt. Dec. 3, 1642. 


ENDELL 


MIcHAEL ENDELL, who married WitmMot Browne at Stokein- 
teignhead, January 26, 1617, must have been from a neighboring 
village, for, except for four detached items,* the only Endell 
entries in the register relate to him. 


* They are all marriages: Gregory Endell and Johan Porke, Nov. 16, 1584; Thomas 
Winsor and Marryn Endell, Jan. 31, 1619: Lewes Aleigh and Alce Endell, Feb. 7, 1621; 
and William Ford and Elizabeth Endell, Oct. 1, 1622. 
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Children, baptized in Stokeinteignhead : 


i, WILLIAM, bapt. Sept. 3, 1619. The William Endle who was 
swearing drunk at Strawberry Bank, New Hampshire, in 1666 
may be he, or a nephew. 
ii. MICHAEL, bapt. July 7, 1621. He was a fishing-master at the Isles 
of Shoals, where he settled by 1648 and married WiILMor 
BaILey. In 1680 he was about sixty years old. More informa- 
tion about him and his brother Richard in New England will be 
found in the Genealogical Dictionary of Maine and New Hamp- 
shire, p. 223. 
i iii. MARGARET, bapt. Nov. 1, 1624. 
iv. Mary, bapt. Sept. 9, 1627. 
v. RiIcHArRD, bapt. July 10, 1632. He was at the Shoals by 1660 and 
there he married AGNES TURPIN. In 1674 he was about forty 
years old, a fisherman. 


PULLMAN 
1. Jonn PooLLMAN and AMYE SELLMAN were married at 


Stokeinteignhead, October 26, 1548. He was buried April 20, 
1595. 


Children, baptized at Stokeinteignhead : 


i. JOHN, bapt. Oct. 16, 1549; buried Jan. 29, 1550. 

ii. RicHarD; buried July 29, 1553. 

iii. Mary, bapt. Nov. 20, 1552; buried March 7, 1553. 

iv. Grecory; m. Nov. 26, 1579, JoHAN BaBacomMBE who d. March 
12, 1579. 

v. HuMPHREY, bapt. Dec. 22, 1560. 

vi. ANTHONY, bapt. Dee. 11, 1563; m. Sept. 21, 1588, MarGaret 
COLLIN. 

vii. AGNES (probably); m. May 13, 1593, Joun Muper, 

viii. FLORENCE, bapt. April 24, 1568. In 1568 the parson registered 
children without giving the names of their parents, but John 
was the only Pullman having a family in the parish at this 
period. She was probably the Florence Pullman who was buried 
May 30, 1635. 


2. Humpurey PuLLMAN (John) was baptized at Stokein- 
teignhead, December 22, 1560, and married (1) ELizaBeru 
———— who was buried September 13, 1590. He married (2), 
Jan. 19, 1590, Janz ———, who was buried September 31 [sic], 
1591. From the baptismal record of her child it is obvious that 
the month of her death was October. Having lost two wives 
within thirteen months, both in childbirth, he married a third 
by 1592 of whom there is no record. She may have been Annes 
Pulman who was buried March 13, 1602. 


Children, baptized at Stokeinteignhead : 
By first wife: 


i. GreGory, bapt. Jan. 5, 1586. 
ii. JOHN, bapt. Oct. 25, 1588; buried Oct. 31, 1588. 
iii. JoHN, bapt. Sept. 6, 1590; buried Sept. 23, 1590. 
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By second wife: 
iv. ELizaBerH, bapt. Oct. 18, 1591; buried Oct. 31, 1591. 


By third wife: 


v. JOHAN, bapt. Jan. 19, 1592; buried March 16, 1592. 
3 vi. JOHN, bapt. Aug. 19, 1595. 
vii. JULIAN, bapt. Oct. 7, 1599. 


3. JOHN PULLMAN (Humphrey, John) was baptized at Stoke- 
inteignhead, August 19, 1595. He had a first wife by whom he 
had a daughter born in 1619, and as his second wife he married 
January 24, 1621, Jonze Mayne, who was baptized July 6, 1600, 
daughter of John Mayne. 


Child, by first wife, bapt. in Stokeinteignhead : 
i. ELLEN, bapt. Aug. 5, 1619. 


Children, by second wife: 


ii, Mary, bapt. Oct. 26, 1623. 

iii. WEALTHIN, bapt. Oct. 25, 1626; buried Feb. 7, 1640. 

iv. JOHAN; buried May 8, 1629. 

v. JOHN, bapt. July 16, 1630. A fisherman at the Shoals and at 
York, Maine, he was an old bachelor who left his land and 
goods to Mary, daughter of his brother Jasper in 1680. 

vi. JASPER, bapt. Nov. 17, 1633. In York, Maine, where he settled 
by June, 1674, he had a wife Anne who administered his estate 
in 1701. For further details, see Genealogical Dictionary of 
Maine and New Hampshire, p. 570. 

vii. STEPHEN, bapt. Sept. 11, 1636. 

viii. DororHy, bapt. June 18, 1640; buried June 21, 1640. 


LUX 


The parents of Giles and Christopher Cowes were Thomas 
Cowes and Mary Lux who were married at Stokeinteignhead 
April 12, 1640. Although Lux entries are common in the reg- 
ister from its beginning, it is possible to trace only her parents. 

Joun Luxe and Mary Browne were married at Stokeinteign- 
head, September 21, 1609. He may have been the John, son of 
John Lux, who was baptized Aug. 14, 1580, but there were too 
many Johns at this period for certainty. Mary Browne’s bap- 
tismal record does not appear, and there is a possibility that she 
was a young widow. John Browne and Marie Zeve [Seavey] 
were married December 22, 1606, and although there is no record 
of his burial, there are likewise no records of baptism of any 
children born to them. An examination of Seavey wills might 
prove this point. Mary Lux, wife of John, was buried July 12, 
1646. 


Children, baptized at Stokeinteignhead : 


i. CHRISTIAN, bapt. Oct. 6, 1610. 
ii. JOHAN, bapt. Oct. 2, 1612; buried July 17, 1637. 


| 
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iii, Mary, bapt. July 23, 1615; m. April 12, 1640, THomMas Cowes. 

iv. ELLis, bapt. Aug. 13, 1620. 

v. JOHN, bapt. Dec. 23, 1627. He was devisee of ‘‘a parcel of land 
called Peagens which was given me by my father’’ by the will 
of his sister Mary Cowes in 1690, and was presumably the John 
Lux who witnessed the will. 


There were several men named Lux in the Isles of Shoals and 
Maine who may have been natives of Stokeinteignhead. William 
Lukes was fishing at Richmond Island in 1638 and was presum- 
ably a minor as part of his wages was paid to his ‘‘dame.’’ 
William, son of Henry and Elizabeth (Cowes) Lux was bap- 
tized at Stokeinteignhead November 3, 1618. Christopher Lux, 
at Scarborough by 1666, was aged ‘‘about forty’’ in 1667 and 
1669. Christopher was a common name in the Stokeinteignhead 
family. Christopher, son of Henry and Elizabeth (Cowes) Lux 
was baptized September 30, 1621, while Christopher, son of 
Christopher and Susan (Tapley) Lux was baptized November 
2, 1623. 

It is tempting to imagine that a youthful romance existed 
between John Lux of Cape Porpoise and Damariscove and Mary 
Jeffrey whom he so promptly consoled after the death of her 
middle-aged husband, Gregory Jeffrey, in 1662. Henry and 
Elizabeth (Cowes) Lux also had a son John, baptized September 
9, 1625, but the name is so plentiful that we must use proper 
restraint in even suggesting identifications. Much more about 
the Luxes of Maine may be found in the Genealogical Dictionary 
of Maine and New Hampshire at pages 447 and 448. 


“MILBURY 


With the Milburys the difficulty again arises of two men of the 
same name having children born in an almost identical bracket 
of years. Henry and Richard Milbury settled in York, Maine, 
and it seems reasonably certain that they were the brothers 
Henry and Richard who were baptized at Stokeinteignhead in 
1625 and 1628, sons of William Milbury. Whether their parents 
were William Milbury and Tamsine Leey, who were married 
July 24, 1615, or William Milbury and Jone Andrews, who mar- 
ried November 25, 1619, is uncertain. Possibly the probate 
records will produce the answer for an interested descendant. 
The records of children ‘‘of William’’ are as follows, the first 
two being obviously applicable to the man who married in 1615: 
Christopher, son of William, bapt. July 24, 1616. 

John, son of William, buried Nov. 13, 1620. 
Julian, dau. of William, bapt. Aug. 6, 1620. 
William, son of William, bapt. Sept. 3, 1620. 
Joane, dau. of William, bapt. Sept. 29, 1622; buried Sept. 20, 1627. 
John, son of William, buried Jan. 29, 1623. 
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Roger, son of William, bapt. June 10, buried June 11, 1625. 

Henry, son of William, bapt. Aug. 7, 1625. 

Richard, son of William, bapt. Sept. 23, 1628. 

William, son of William, bapt. Jan. 1, 1628. 

Anthony, son of William, bapt. July 21, 1632. 

Christopher, son of William, bapt. Sept. 29, 1635; buried Sept. 3, 
1640. 

Wilmot, dau. of William, bapt. Nov. 28, 1635. 

Jone, dau. of William, buried July 28, 1645. 


Of the two fathers named William, the baptismal record of 
only one is found: William, son of Edward Milbury, bapt. Sep- 
tember 29, 1595. Edward Milbury married Helen Smith, Janu- 
ary 16, 1594, and only this one child is recorded. Edward’s bap- 
tism was in 1567, a year in which the parson did not name either 
parent in the register when he baptized babies. 


VITTERY 


The name Vittery is so very unusual that it is hard to believe 
that the Gregory Vittery who was sued at the Shoals in 1665 
by John Moore, a fisherman, must not necessarily be the Gregory 
Vittery baptized at Stokeinteignhead in 1639. 

The Vitterys were newcomers in the parish, and their records 
are few. 

John Vitterie married Amias Payne, November 24, 1636, and 
was buried April 2, 1649. He was possibly the father, taking 
a second wife, of the two other men whose marriages soon 
appeared in the register. 

GrecorY VITREE married DorritrE MELBERYE, November 23, 
1637. 


Children : 


i. JOHN, buried Aug. 3, 1638. 
ii. GreGory, bapt. Sept. 18, 1639. Very probably the Shoals fisher- 
man. 
iii. Prrer, bapt. July 15, 1643; buried Jan. 27, 1645. 


NICHOLAS VITTERY married JOHAN PAINE, November 3, 1642. 


Children : 


i. JOHN, bapt. Aug. 6, 1643; buried Sept. 12, 1644. 
ii. NICHOLAS, bapt. Nov. 15, 1646; buried Nov. 30, 1646. 


SEAVEY 
When the Stokeinteignhead register was opened in 1538, the 
Seavey family, the name spelled Zeve or Zevie by the parsons, 
was numerous. Three Zevies, Thomas, Baldwin and Richard, 
were adding to their families, and many Zevies of an earlier 
generatio.. were being buried. Although the older spelling pre- 
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dominated, seventeenth century clerics varied it with Sevie, 
Seavye and Seavie. 

WituiAm Seavey of the Isles of Shoals and later of Ports- 
mouth, aged about seventy-five in 1676, who had come over on a 
fishing voyage in 1632 and remained to establish a flourishing 
family, may well be the son of Henry Zeve who was baptized in 
1601. 


1. THomaAs and EvizasetH Brown were married, Sep- 
tember 18, 1552. His burial is not recorded but she was possibly 
the Elizabeth Zevie, widow, who was buried March 14, 1588, or 
Elizabeth Zevie, widow, who married Philip Lang, November 27, 


1575. 


Children, baptized at Stokeinteignhead : 
i. RICHARD, bapt. Sept. 23, 1553. 
ii. CHARITY, bapt. Sept. 29, 1560. 
iii. JOHN, bapt. Sept. 29 (sic), 1563. 
2 iv. Henry, bapt. June 16, 1566. 


2. Henry Zevie (Thomas) was baptized in Stokeinteignhead, 
June 16, 1566. He married September 25, 1592, Hellen Baron. 
She was probably a daughter of Edward and Joan Baron, who 
were married June 6, 1556, he being the only one of the name 
whose children were baptized (with several long gaps) at this 
period. 


Children, baptized at Stokeinteignhead : 


i. JULIAN, bapt. Dec. 18, 1592; buried Jan. 15, 1592. 
ii. THOMAS, bapt. Dec. 4, 1594. 
iii. GREGORY, bapt. July 28, 1598. 
iv. WILLIAM, bapt. Oct. 25, 1601. 
v. JULIAN, bapt. July 21, 1604. One Julian Sevie married GREGORY 
ALEIGH, Jan, 12, 1636. 


No marriage or death records are to be found for the three 
brothers born 1594-1601. Thomas Seavey of Rve, who was aged 
about fifty-two in 1679 and was called cousin by the children of 
William Seavey of the Shoals,* and who named a son Henry, 
may well have been a son of the Thomas who was baptized in 
1594. 

My own experience with the Cowes pedigree shows that these 
Devon fisherman families with slight worldly resources could be 
very consistent will-makers, and descendants who wish to have 
more definite proof to add to the contents of the parish register 
should study the index of Devon wills. 


*See Genealogical Dictionary of Maine and New Hampshire, p. 618. 
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In addition to the native families of the parish who lived there 
for generations, there are scattered entries in the Stokeinteign- 
head register of other Devon names of great interest to New 
Englanders, including the uncommon ones of Endicott, Conant, 
Vines and Colkett. 


THE FABULOUS PEARSALLS 


By HersBert F. SEveRSMITH, M.A., of New York, N. Y., and 
ARTHUR S. WARDWELL, M.E., of Brooklyn, N. Y. 


I. Amy (? Pearsall) Brush 


In 1935 Conklin Mann published an article entitled ‘‘Thomas 
and Richard Brush of Huntington, Long Island’’ in The New 
York Genealogical and Biographical Record for 1935, vol. 66, 
beginning p. 201. Mr. Mann’s compilation was exceptionally 
thorough; it not only provided many valuable corrections of 
alleged Brush connections which had been previously accepted 
as reliable, but it also organized much of the information on the 
connections of Jonas Brush, son of Richard and Deborah Brush. 
The wife of Jonas Brush was named Amy, and Mr. Mann goes on 
to say that (p. 364): 

His wife evidently was Amy Pearsall of the Hempstead-Oyster Bay 
family. Two of their children were baptised Pierson. The survivor 
signed himself both Pierson and Pearsall in the Revolution, but when 
he made his will in 1829 called himself Pearsall. Moreover the Rev. 
Mr. Prime in entering baptisms for the Pearsall family frequently 
spelled the name Pierson. However Henry Pierson and his wife 


Abigail Ludlum of Southampton had a daughter Amy, born 11 Oct. 
1716, who may have married Jonas Brush.* 


We have made a reasonably exhaustive study of the Pierson, 
Person and Pearsall families in an endeavor to ascertain the 
ancestry of the wife of Jonas Brush. It does not seem possible 
that she was descended of either Henry or Abraham Pierson, 
and it is equally certain that she was not descended of the Persen 
or Person family of Kingston and Albany, New York. This last 
statement is made notwithstanding the fact that Amy (? Pear- 
sall) Brush was undoubtedly baptised as Ami Persen in the 
Dutch Church at Jamaica, New York, 12 October 1714, daughter 


* Two corrections to Mr. Mann’s article should be noted: Jonathan Pratt. not Platt. 
deeded land to Jonas Brush, 30 March, 1748; and Deborah Brush, daughter of Jonas and 
Amy Brush, married in St. George’s Episcopal Church at Hempstead, New York, 15 April, 
1764 (not 1769) to Richard Weeks of Oyster Bay. Deborah (Brush) Weeks was a widow 
in 1790 and recorded in the Census as of Oyster Bay; later she was resident of West 
Islip, New York, where she lived with her son Jonas Weeks. She died of apoplexy 
2 August 1810 and was buried probably at West Islip. The ancestry of her husband 
Richard Weeks remains undetermined. 
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of Jan Persen and his wife Margaret. The sponsors at the bap- 
tism were Hendrick and Maria Doesenburgh ; it may be that the 
latter were closely related to the child. This baptism is tran- 
scribed in Vol. II, p. 26 of the typescript Dutch Church Records 
of Jamaica, New York, as edited by Mrs. Josephine C. Frost. 

No other conclusive reference to this Jan Persen is found. As 
Amy Brush insisted on giving the name of Pierson (as recorded) 
or Pearsall to two of her sons when they were baptised (one of 
whom died in infaney), we agree with Mr. Mann’s suggestion 
that her maiden name was actually Pearsall. This is supported 
by two suggestive circumstances: (1) John Pearsall of Hemp- 
stead, son of Daniel and Emma (or Amy) (Bassett) Pearsall, 
lived near Maria or Mary Doesenburgh; (2) in the Hempstead, 
New York Census of 1698 the wife of the above-mentioned Daniel 
Pearsall is called Ame and a daughter is given the same name.* 
As these would be the mother and sister respectively of John 
Pearsall, it would be most probable for the latter to name a 
daughter after these relatives. The name Amy (or a phonetic- 
ally similar name) is not found elsewhere in any of the families 
which have been examined, and from which Jan Persen possibly 
could have been descended. 

In the printed Records of the Towns of North and South 
Hempstead, New York, edited by Benjamin D. Hicks, vol. II, 
at p. 495 appears a deed wherein Elias Dorlon and his wife 
Miriam conveyed 8 June, 1716 to John Pearsall for £70: 


. . one of ye sd Lots of Land being bounded as followeth east & 
north by Joseph Smiths Land, west by Land of Richard Smith 
decesed part of ye way & part of ye way by ye towns Commons or 
where the fence now standeth south by ye high way yt leads from 
mary Dosenborows to ye Meeting house... . 


This undoubtedly refers to the John Pearsall whose earmark 
was entered on p. 167 of the same volume, 14 June, 1711; the 
latter is to be identified as the son of Daniel and Emma (Bassett) 
Pearsall. John Pearsall made his will 8 August, 1740; it was 
proved 28 August, 1741 and recorded in Liber 13 of Wills, New 
York City, p. 450. Therein his wife Martha is mentioned and 
four sons John, Daniel, James and Samuel; the testator made 
Daniel Searing, Samuel Pearsall and Jacob Smith executors. 
The fact that no daughters were named does not indicate neces- 
sarily that there were none, and the wife Martha cited may have 
been a second. As the surname Pearsall was used on Long 
Island almost exclusively by members of this family; as this 
John Pearsall is the only one we have been able to identify with 
the father of the child baptised in the Dutch Church in Jamaica ; 


* The New York Genealogical and Biographical Record, vol. 45 (1914), pp. 58, 59. 
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and as circumstantial indications support us further, we are 
strongly of the opinion that this John Pearsall was the father 
of Amy (? Pearsall) Brush. 

Therefore Margaret, wife of the so-called Jan Persen, would 
be a wife of John Pearsall, and presumably his first. It is pos- 
sible that she was related to either Hendrick Doesenburgh or to 
his wife Maria. Doesenburgh’s will, indexed as that of Henry 
Dusenberry and dated 1 December, 1742, was filed in Liber 15, 
p. 52 of New York Wills. However, this instrument supports no 
assumption that there was any relationship as it mentions no 
daughter or other relative named Margaret, and no son-in-law 
by the name of either Persen or Pearsall ; hence evidence to prove 
the ancestry of Margaret Persen or Pearsall is yet to be found. 

It is possible (although we think improbable) that the father 
of Amy Brush was an immigrant to Long Island or elsewhere, 
or he may have been related to some other family of a similar 
name. With these possibilities in mind we have made an 
extended investigation into several families bearing somewhat 
similar names. The research in the published material relating 
to the Pearsall genealogy has developed an exceedingly unsatis- 
factory state of affairs, because of alleged published relationships 
which we cannot possibly concede to be correct. 


Il. The So-called Emigrant Ancestor, Thomas Pearsall 


Published references to the Pearsall family of Long Island are 
relatively few. In The New York Genealogical and Biographical 
Record, under the title ‘‘Records of the Society of Friends of 
Westbury, L. L.,’’ vol. 16, pp. 171-3, appears some record of the 
children of Nathaniel and Martha (Seaman) Pearsall. A short 
genealogical outline was published by Mary Powell (Seaman) 
Bunker in her Long Island Genealogies (1895), pp. 268+. Asa 
member of the Society of Friends, Mrs. Bunker had access to the 
Quaker records of Westbury, Flushing and New York City, and 
it is evidently from these that she compiled most of her record. 
From 1895 to 1928 nothing further seems to have been pub- 
lished. In the latter year there was issued The History and 
Genealogy of the Pearsall Family in England and America, an 
enormous three-volume compilation published under the editor- 
ship of Clarence E. Pearsall; Hattie May Pearsall was assistant 
editor and Harry L. Neall associate genealogist and historian. 

There can be no doubt that this work represents a tremendous 
amount of labor and effort upon the part of its compilers. It is 
certainly manifest that the editor and his assistants made strenu- 
ous efforts to examine all references which could be lent to the 
oceasion, and to derive therefrom every possible interpretation 
which would be useful in the construction of this genealogy. 
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For much of the material gathered and published by these com- 
pilers the descendants of the various Pearsall, Parshall and 
Parsell families owe them a debt of gratitude. 

It is on this account that it is all the more to be deeply 
regretted that we must charge The History and Genealogy of the 
Pearsall Family with containing, in our opinion, some of the 
most erroneous and incompetent statements, some of the grossest 
misconstructions of family connections which have ever appeared 
in print. As this is an expression of our personal judgment, it 
is necessary to detail evidences which support our case against 
this work; in this our purpose is not to reflect discredit upon 
the motives of the editor or his associates, but to cite the cir- 
cumstanees which we believe definitely require better justifica- 
tion. Failing rebuttal, the inference is that we are correct. 


In The History and Genealogy of the Pearsall Family,* vol. II, 
at p. 856 it is stated that 

Edmond Pearsall is the genearch of all the members of the family 

who came to America in the seventeenth century and they all without 


exception spelled the family name as Pearsall when they reached the 
New World.... 


On p. 897 the will of this Edmond Pearsall is given. It mentions 
sons Robert, Edmond and Thomas; the latter is referred to in 
the text as his ‘‘well-beloved son Thomas Peshall’’ (the italics 
are ours). At p. 966 it is stated that Thomas (Pearsall), son of 
Edmund Perseall (sic) was born in England and died in Vir- 
ginia in 1642/3. The Genealogy goes on: 
As early as 1613 Thomas Pearsall assumed the management of his 
father’s tobacco business in England, Holland and Virginia. In 1615 
he acquired this business as his own at the time of his father’s 
retirement from active participation in the concerns of his trading 
as a member of the Grocers Guild of London. . . . Before this he 
traveled back and forth between the three places and was to be found 
wherever the conditions of the trade demanded his personal attention, 
The most of his time after 1621 was nevertheless spent in Virginia. ... 


... It was ... inevitable that Kent Island (Maryland) should 
become the seat of the free tobacco trade... . 


And apparently on the basis of mere historical association, The 
Genealogy places Thomas Pearsall at Kent Island in the course 
of this business. It is further postulated that in the quarrel 
between William Claiborne of Kent Island and Governor Calvert, 
Thomas Pearsall supported Claiborne. Continuing on p. 972: 


Thomas Pearsall was a leader among these merchants, so much so 
that the old records speak of him as Mr. Pearsall (sic), which at this 
time would mean Master, that is a man of authority, a man who 
exercises the chief control over something or someone. 


* Hereafter referred to as The Genealogy. 
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Pp. 974 and those following: 


Thomas Pearsal] and his friends were located (later) in the Isle of 
Wight country and so at this time they controlled one of the two 
independent trading posts in Virginia. But they ... were at a 
serious disadvantage and were anxiously looking for some place where 
they could trade with safety. ... 


Lord Baltimore having secured possession of Kent Island found that 
he had nothing but (now) unoccupied land as Thomas Pearsall and 
the other traders had taken their business locations elsewhere. .. . 
At (Lord Baltimore’s) instigation Claiborne was indicted .... and 
charged with murder, piracy and sedition. ... This act of Baltimore 
had solidified the Dutch English merchants in opposition to him, as 
they were all equally guilty with Claiborne. It was evident that 
should he be convicted and punished it would not be long before they 
would meet the same fate. As after events proved, Thomas Pearsall 
and his sons were more or less active in this opposition and took part 
in the events that immediately followed... . 


. with one exception, that of the youngest brother Samuel, the 
next generation of the Thomas Pearsall family had at this time 
arrived in America. With one exception they came in Dutch bottoms 
or their own boats. The only ones coming directly from an English 
port was Thomas Pearsall, aged 26 years, who sailed October 24, 1635, 
from ye port of London, aboard the ship Constance, Clement Campion 
master, bound for Virginia, and Samuel who came later with the 
Brents. The others, who came from the Dutch ports of Flushing and 
Middleborough (sic), were Henry Pearsall, George Pearsall and 
Nicholas Pearsall, sons of Thomas Pearsall... . 


On p. 976 the editor refers to Voyages from Holland to 
America, a journal kept by David Pieterszen de Vries, in dis- 
cussing the circumstances of unoccupied and abandoned Fort 
Nassau on the Delaware. It seems that this was proposed as 
a trading post for these tobacco merchants, and the money to 
finance the establishment of such a post was to come from ‘‘the 
Dutech-English merchants of whom Thomas Pearsall was one.’’ 
And so we read 


As to the others engaged in this expedition there is every reason to 
believe that it was composed of the sons of the Dutch-English mer- 
chants, so that it will be entirely within the possibilities of the facts 
to say that Thomas, Henry, Nicholas and George Pearsall were 
members of the party. 


On p. 982: 


The records of the Land Office (of Maryland) show that Thomas 
Pearsall, 12 February, 1641, demanded lands for his own coming into 
Maryland, although as a fact he never permanently gave up his 
Virginia residence. 


And p. 983: 


There was at this time such a removal of the Dutch-Englishmen from 
Virginia to Long Island as to amount almost to an exodus... . Here 
again Thomas Pearsall had to divide his forces. He retained the 
Virginia home. His younger son Samuel took charge of the business 


THE FABULOUS PEARSALLS 83 


in Kent Island, and the other sons of Thomas Pearsall, namely 
Thomas, Nicholas, Henry and George, removed to Long Island. 
Samuel Pearsall, on his father’s death, removed to Virginia where 
he died. Thomas Pearsall, Sr. divided his time between Virginia, 
Kent Island and Long Island. 


On p. 984 the compilers go on to say that in New Amsterdam 
the Pearsall brothers were greatly aided by Tymen Jansen who 
had befriended them when they were prisoners of Governor 
Wouter van Twiller, and by ‘‘Jans Jorrisen’’ (sic), the son of 
the Dutch governor of ‘‘the Delaware Country’’ who was long a 
friend of their family. And finally: 

. .. + In locating his land in Maryland, Thomas Pearsall selected 
lands in St. Michael’s Hundred where his name appears on the 


special tax lists of 1642... . Thomas Pearsall died 1642, and Mark 
Pheypo was made the administrator of his estate in Maryland, 


Referring back to p. 966, it is alleged that Thomas Pearsall 
married Mary Brent, daughter of William Brent of Gloucester- 
shire and London, England, and that their children were Thomas, 
Henry, Nicholas, George and Samuel, presumed ancestors of a 
great majority of the Pearsalls in America. So much for the 
account of this Thomas Pearsall, so-called, which we have quoted 
in its essentials. 

We are willing to concede the possibility that Thomas Pursall, 
as he is almost invariably termed in records available to us, was 
a son of Edmund or Edmond Peshall or Pearsall, merchant of 
London. This may be reasonable in spite of the statement made 
in The Genealogy that descendants ‘‘all without exception spelled 
the family name as Pearsall when they reached the New World.”’ 
At no time in any authoritative record, have we found that 
Thomas Pursall ever spelled his name Pearsall. Further, we do 
not find proof that Thomas Pursall was son of Edmond Pearsall 
(et var.) either in The Genealogy or in any other source. Evi- 
dence to prove the connection is not forthcoming; all the extra- 
neous biographical background and interpretation of historical 
journals and documents change the present conditions not one 
10ta. 

In vol. 6 of the Maryland Historical Magazine, p. 270, the 
following is recorded : 

12 ffebr 1641 
Thomas Pursall demandeth 200 acres of Land for transporting 
into the Province himself and 1 man servant called James Linch. 


Lay out for Thomas Pursall 200 acres of Land in any place not 
afore disposed of about the Herring Creek... . 


It was ‘‘Mr. Persall’’ whose name was given on the tax list of 
1642 recited previously ; it was this entry, perhaps, which gave 
rise to the statement that this meant ‘‘a man of authority, a 
man who exercises the chief control over something or some one.’’ 
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If Thomas Pursall is the Mr. Persall referred to, and it is 
undoubtedly true that he was, this terminology meant almost 
invariably that he was a gentleman in contradistinction to the 
yeomanry. It is possible that he may have been a magistrate, 
under which circumstances a yeoman would also be so addressed 
to show respect to his office ; or more rarely, a shipmaster. There 
is no evidence that he had been a magistrate, and it would be 
unusual for the master of a ship to be so termed, unless he were 
a gentleman in his own right. This explanation of the authors 
therefore is unacceptable to students of the period who are 
familiar with its terminology. 

Thomas Pursall may have died before 2 December, 1642, when 
Marks Pheypo deposed before the Maryland Court (Archives of 
Maryland, Court and Testamentary Business, vol. 4, p. 158) : 


(2 December, 1642) 

Marks Pheypo (at the requiring of Nicolas Cossen) made oath that 
to his knowledge nicolas Cossin in Virginia left in the charge of 
Thomas pursall one cask wt tobacco in it to the quantity of halfe 
a hogshead or thereabouts, & that he made the said Tho pursall his 
attorny in virginea, & more he knoweth not. 


He was definitely deceased 19 March, 1642/3 when Marks Pheypo 
had already been appointed administrator of Thomas Pursall’s 
estate. We quote the foregoing Archives, vol. 4: 


(p. 266) 
1643 


march 19 marks Pheypo admrator of Thomas Pursall demandeth of 
francis Gray Exeqr of Ja’. Cauther 425£ tob & cask; due by bill. 


(p. 267) 

(same date) 

ffrancis Gray demandeth of marks Pheypo Admr of Thomas I’ursall 
16242 tob due by acct for James Linsie manservt of the said Pursall. 


(p. 193) 

1643 (5 April) 

Eod. Exequution for 1474£ wherof 974 wth cask and for 73£ for 
sheriffs fees, & 40£ for fees of Court marks Pheypo Admrator of 
Tho. Pursall appeared to the action of Robt Kedger of 450£ tob. & 
saith that the said bill demanded was for the price of a boate 
intended to be bought by Tho. Pursall, of Ellis Richardson who 
assigned the interest in that bargaine vnto Anthony belcher wherby 
it was made to him in his owne name, & that after the making of the 
said bill the said Tho. Pursall returnd vnto Ellis Richardson the said 
boate in discharge of the bill, and Ellis Richardson accepted the 
boate in that sense & promised to deliver in the bill; & assumed to 
prove this allegation; & had time till the first of June next. 


(p. 206) 

(2 June, 1643) 

Marks Pheypo Admrator of Tho: Pursall demandeth of John hollis 
20002 tob. for non paymt of 20£ of beaver due by acct these 2. yeares. 
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. 207 
(13 June, 1643) 
Marks Pheypo Admrator of Thomas Pursall p attor Tho: Greene gent 
complaineth agst James Linsie for refusing to serve the plf. 


And in the Maryland Historical Magazine, vol. VII, p. 189: 


I Marks Pheype doe, hereby hereby (sic) assigne & sett our all my 
tytle of Land dew unto mee unto Capt Willm™ Haweley. Viz 100 dew 
to mee by assignmt of Tho Pursall for James Lindsey, (not dated, 
about 1648). 


The same, vol. VIII, p. 257: 


150 Aug. (1650) Set James Lindsey demandeth 100 Acres of land for 
transporting himself into this Province about three yeares since and 
fifty Acres for his time of service pformed in this Province to Mr 
Thomas Pursell. 


The affairs of Thomas Pursall’s estate appear of record as late 
as 1650; but it is important to note that in none of the trans- 
actions affecting the disposition of this estate, do any of the 
alleged sons of Thomas Pursall appear. Moreover his name is 
consistently spelled Pursall, not Pearsall. 

When Thomas Pursall demanded 200 acres of land on 12 Feb- 
ruary, 1641/2 for transporting himself into the province, he is 
supposed from The Genealogy to have been in the Chesapeake 
Bay country for something like twenty years. He is said to 
have been on Kent Island, presumably aiding Claiborne in his 
quarrel with Lord Baltimore; he was allegedly a resident of 
Virginia ‘‘in the Isle of Wight country’’; he was, we are led 
to believe, one of the more outstanding and prominent traders 
in the Colony. Notwithstanding all this, before 1641/2 Thomas 
Pursall was exceptionally successful in not being mentioned in 
Virginia records; he was in fact recorded in none that we have 
been able to discover. The specific location of his Virginia home 
is not given even by the compilers of The Genealogy. His 
quarrel with Lord Baltimore on account of partisanship with 
William Claiborne is not supported by any apparent evidence. 

We call the reader’s attention to the language of the record 
dated 12 February, 1641, when Thomas Pursall ‘‘demandeth 200 
acres of Land for transporting into the Province himself and 1 
man servant called James Linch.’’ The compilers of The Gene- 
alogy comment on this by saying ‘‘although as a fact he never 
permanently gave up his Virginia residence.’’ Now it may be 
that after twenty years in Virginia, after sojourning in Mary- 
land and Virginia alike, Thomas Pursall at long last decided to 
take up two hundred acres in Maryland and to receive it from 
the Calverts with whom he had so bitterly disagreed, and from 
whom he could expect nothing better than prosecution. It may 
be that he is an exception to the general run of immigrants who 
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came over to obtain all the land they could in the first instance, 
and waited scarcely to put their feet on dry ground in order to 
demand it. It may be that Thomas Pursall had to transport 
himself into the Province of Maryland when he was already (as 
the authors say) in Virginia, and had been in Maryland. It 
may be that so prominent a man (if he was) had a deep-seated 
passion for anonymity (although after he had arrived in Mary- 
land, singularly enough, he is not of infrequent record). It may 
be that this Thomas Pursall was in New Amsterdam and on Long 
Island, although we have not found, after the most diligent 
search, any evidence to support such a presumption. 

The Genealogy refers at this point to a removal of so-called 
Dutch-English traders from Virginia to Long Island, and 
implies that the number which left amounted ‘‘almost to an 
exodus.’’ Many individuals are stated to have been Dutch- 
Englishmen, whatever that designation may mean. The ter- 
minology is, to say the least, unfortunate; it gives the casual 
reader the impression that there was both Dutch and English 
blood in the ancestries of the persons mentioned. From the 
obvious English character and associations of the names referred 
to under such designations, it is unreasonable to suppose that 
the greater part of these colonists had part Dutch ancestry. 
Furthermore the ‘‘exodus,’’ so apparent to these authors, has 
found no confirmation in our experience. Mrs. Lamb’s History 
of New York City, vol. I, p. 89, will no doubt prove rather an 
unhappy reference to support the case that there was a certain 
kind of emigration: 


But there was an influx of the poorer class from Virginia which 
was not beneficial, except so far as their experience in tobacco and 
fruit culture was concerned; for they were English convicts, sent out 
as laborers and glad to escape as soon as their term of service had 
expired. 


The hybrid Dutch-Englishmen of The Genealogy apparently 
were not convicts, whatever else they may have been. 

These alleged facts are matters for individual aeceptance, but 
in our opinion we have never found any account as inconsistent 
and implausible as is this biography of Thomas Pursall. Let us 
be understood. We challenge the production of competent proof 
that Thomas Pursall was (1) in Virginia before 1641; (2) dom- 
iciled in a specific location in that Colony at any time; (3) at 
Kent Island, Maryland, before 1641; (4) a partisan of William 
Claiborne; (5) interested in, or an investor in, Fort Nassau; 
and (6) married and had issue. 

Mr. W. B. Chilton of Washington, D. C., published the results 
of a thorough and painstaking research into the connections of 
the well-known Brent family of Maryland, in The Virginia Mag- 
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azine of History and Biography, beginning in vol. 12, p. 439. In 
vol. 14, p. 99, Mr. Chilton gives information on Nicholas Brent 
who is alleged to have been the grandfather of Mary Brent, 
so-called wife of Thomas Pearsall (sic). Nicholas Brent had 
three sons by the name of William, and nothing more seems to 
have been found of the ubiquitous Williams. Just how it was 
determined that one of these Williams was the father-in-law of 
Thomas Pursall is not reported, and we will leave it to the inter- 
ested investigator to decide. It is not material to us, for we are 
convineed that the Long Island family of Pearsall is undoubtedly 
not descended from ‘‘Thomas and Mary (Brent) Pearsall.”’ 

It is practical to discuss the connections of the so-called 
youngest son Samuel before proceeding with other presumed sons 
of Thomas Pursall. If he were son of the latter, we should 
expect to find that he wrote his surname the same way; and 
happily for this assumption, a Samuel Pursall was one of the 
earliest pioneers in Maryland. We refer to the Maryland His- 
torical Magazine, vol. V, p. 173: 

(Land Notes, 1634-1655) 
25th April 1642 


Margaret and Mary Brent demand 1000 acres of Land... . for 
transporting 5 men into the Province afore the 25th March last, 
vizt.. .. (among others) Samuel Pursall. 


The same, p. 263: 


Brought into the Provinee of Maryland the 22d Novemb 1638, by 
Mrs Margarett and Mary Brent, 4 Maid Servants, 4 men Servants. . . 
(among whom was) Samuel Pursall. 


As is known, this status of being a servant for the purposes of 
immigration did not necessarily reflect the social standing of the 
person in question. Samuel Pursall was probably a young man 
and under indenture to compensate for his passage. He had 
gone to Virginia before 1651, as the Archives of Maryland, vol. 
10, p. 95, gives the following: 

(October, 1651) 

Marks Pheypo Admr of Sam!! Pursall late of Virginea deced demand- 

eth of John Hallowes 20£ beaver due these 5 years & upwards to 

the Estate of the deceased by Bill, and demandeth damages of Non 

payment and charges of Suit. 


As Marks Pheypo was administrator for both Thomas Pursall 
who died in 1642/3 and for the foregoing Samuel Pursall, and 
as the surname is written in precisely the same manner, it is 
quite reasonable to presume that these Pursalls were related, 
perhaps as father and son. The actual proof, however, is yet to 
be produced. 
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III. Thomas Pursell of Virginia 


The History and. Genealogy of the Pearsall Family states on 
page 1,044 that Thomas Pearsall, son of Thomas and Mary 
(Brent) Pearsall, was born in 1609 and came to Virginia in 
1635. The authors support this statement by quoting from The 
Original Lists of Persons of Quality ... who went from Great 
Britain to the American Plantations, by John Camden Hotten 
(1874). The following is in the latter, p. 136: 


240 Octobris 1635 
Aboard the Constance, Clement Campion Mr bound to Virginia 
(among others) Thomas Pursell (26 years of age) 


From the spelling of the latter’s name, there can be little doubt 

that this Thomas Pursell is the one mentioned in The Virginia 

Magazine of History and Biography, vol. 5, p. 235: 
(Decisions of the Virginia General Court) 
7th of October, 1640. Whereas Thomas Pursell, servant unto Robert 
Brassure for the term of four years, hath petitioned to the board 
for his freedom, it being denied unto him by the said Brassure in 
regard the said Pursell has absented himself from his said services 
for the space of three months or there about, the court hath therefore 
ordered that the said Pursell shall be discharged from his said master 
but shall loose his right in apparel and corn due unto him at the 
expiration of his time, in respect of his absence from his services as 
aforesaid, and that the said Brassure shall Deliver unto the said 
Pursell such apparel, beding and what other goods do already belong 
unto him and are remaining in the custody of the said . .. (missing) 


If the immigrant who came over in the Constance was the son 
of the tobacco trader Thomas Pearsall, and the authors of The 
Genealogy apparently would have us believe this to be so, we 
cannot but wonder how he was serving an indenture to Robert 
Brasseur and at the same time sharing his father’s adventures. 
Not only that, why was it necessary for Thomas Pursell to appar- 
ently repay his emigration expenses to Robert Brasseur by obvi- 
ously indenturing himself to the latter, when presumably the 
resources of his alleged father would probably have met such 
charges ? 

Thomas Pursell was still with Robert Brasseur in 1653, as is 
shown by Cavaliers and Pioneers, abstracted and indexed by Nell 
Marion Nugent, vol. I, p. 244: 

Robert Brasseur, 12 April 1653, patent of 1200 acs. At the head of 


the southerne branch of Nanzimond Riv ete. to transport (as a 
tenant) .... Thomas Pursell. 


Mr. George Cabell Greer in his Early Virginia Immigrants 
(1902) records this Thomas Pursell as having been brought into 
Nansemond county in 1653. It is evident to us then that this 
Thomas Pursell was for eighteen years at least following his 


—— 
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immigration, a continuous resident of Virginia, and for most of 
that time a tenant farmer associated with Robert Brasseur. We 
have not endeavored to trace this Thomas Pursell further in 
Virginia. It is quite possible that he was a progenitor of persons 
bearing that surname whose wills or administrations are indexed 
in Virginia Wills and Administrations, 1632-1800, compiled by 
Clayton Torrence, p. 347. 

In The Genealogy this Thomas Pursell, miscalled Pearsall, is 
presumably made to remove to Long Island. We quote, begin- 
ning with p. 1,045: 


(Thomas Pearsall) resided at Pearsall, Hellgate Neck, Maspeth or 
Middleburgh on Long Island, New Netherlands, later called New 
York. All these names designate the same place (sic). 

.... With the exception of what has already been related concerning 
Thomas Pearsall .... every item of information concerning him has 
been lost by the destruction of the Middleburg and Hellgate Neck 
records. It was fortunate, therefore, for this genealogy, that his 
sons settled at first in Hempstead, at Cow Neck, from which place 
they returned to Hellgate Neck after it had been absorbed by the 
town of Newtown, which brought their names upon the records of 
that town. 

. Thomas Pearsall died quite as early as his brother Henry, 

namely circa 1667, when his brother Nicholas took charge of the 
minor children, and became like a father to them, so much so that 
each of the sons of Thomas Pearsall had sons called Thomas and 
Nicholas, and for many generations this was a distinguishing charac- 
teristic of their descendants. ... 
Upon coming of age, Thomas, William and Joseph, the sons of 
Thomas Pearsall, did not settle at once at Hellgate Neck, but joined 
in a movement to settle Cow Neck in Hempstead. From this they 
were dispossessed in 1675 by John Cornell. Thomas Pearsall and his 
brother Joseph remained in Hempstead until 1678, taking part during 
these three years in the civil warfare between the Cornells and the 
inhabitants of Hempstead. It is not possible to say how long William 
the other brother remained in Hempstead. 


It may be true for the purposes of the authors that Pearsall. 
Hellgate Neck, Maspeth and ‘‘Middleburgh’’ are designations of 
the same place (but we deny it) ; likewise we categorically deny 
that ‘‘every item of information concerning (Thomas Pearsall ) 
has been lost by the destruction of the Middleburg and Hellgate 
Neck records.’’ The circumstances are, as the reader can readily 
ascertain: (1) the town records of Newtown are inclusive of 
Middleborough, the distinction being that the former was pat- 
ented as such; (2) no records of Middleborough are known to 
have existed independently before the beginning of the Newtown 
Town Records; (3) no early records were destroyed that we 
have ever heard of, and the present authors have been students 
of records in the locality for a total aggregate of sixty years; 
(4) even if these records had been destroyed, how could it be 
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expected that Thomas Pearsall (or whatever he might have been 
called) should have been recorded therein? * 

But we have next, ‘‘It was fortunate, therefore, for this gene- 
alogy, that his sons settled at first in Hempstead, at Cow Neck, 
from which place they returned to Hellgate Neck after it had 
been absorbed by the town of Newtown. ...’’ It would be for- 
tunate for this Genealogy if the records could show that such had 
been the case. It is true that Henry Pearsall and his sons 
Nathaniel and George of Hempstead were mentioned in trans- 
actions concerning Cow Neck (ef. Section VII); but no other 
Pearsalls, so far as known records disclose, were in this Cow Neck 
until after 1676. If Mr. Clarence E. Pearsall and his associates 
had private records which substantiated their statements it is 
unfortunate that they did not publish them. 

In view of the circumstances we maintain that no such Thomas 
Pearsall ever existed on Long Island, and challenge Mr. Clarence 
E. Pearsall’s quondam associates to produce competent evidence 
to the contrary. The Thomas Pursell who sailed for Virginia 
in 1635, and who undoubtedly was still in that Colony in 1640 
and 1653, probably did not know that Hellgate Neck even existed. 
The statement that ‘‘his brother Nicholas took charge of the 
minor children, and became like a father to them, so much so 
that each of the sons of Thomas had sons called Thomas and 
Nicholas .... ’’ is not sustained by any documentation available. 
The alleged sons Thomas and William were actually children of 
John Parsell alias Botcher of Newtown, and the son Joseph we 
find to have been non-existent. Even the chronology alone ren- 
ders the constructions in The Genealogy improbable. Thomas 
and William Parsell had their first children born about the 
beginning of the last quarter of the seventeenth century, as 
Thomas Parsell of Newtown was born in 1653 (Minutes of the 
Town Courts of Newtown, 1656-1690, p. 128) ; and his brothers 
were born presumably later. These are late dates for the births 
of children of a man allegedly born in 1609; but of course they 
are not impossible. We must admit that the early Pearsalls of 
The Genealogy were unusual! 

* Pearsall as a name of a locality was certainly non-existent at this time. Maspeth 
was the name given to the settlement of a small part of the Doughty patent of 1642 
in that section adjacent to the Mespaechtes Kil, and sometimes called the English Kills. 
This locality, enlarged, today is known as Maspeth. A new settlement was begun, which 
in 1651 was called Middleborough by the English, and written by the Dutch as Middle- 
burg. This was at the site which later became the town center of Newtown, and where 
the homesteads of settlers about 1652 were congregated. It was entirely distinct from 
Maspeth for many vears, although both are within the present town of Newtown. 
Hellgate Neck was still farther away from Middleborough than Maspeth, and was to the 
northwest. It was within that part of Queens now known as Astoria. It consisted of 
a small neck of land immediately south of Hellgate and northeast of the northern end 
of the present Welfare Island (formerly Blackwell’s Island). It applied properly to the 
terrain just northeast of Hellgate. No Pearsalls were located here, but Thomas Parsell 


of the Huntingdonshire family eo land in this locality more than 50 years after 
the period under discussion.—A. Ww 


[To be continued] 
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' THE SPRINGER GENEALOGY: A CRITICAL REVIEW! 


By MILTon RusincaMm, Esq., of Washington, D. C. 


One of the serious problems that confront the analytical 
genealogist is that relating to the origins of families. Many 
amateur researchers unwittingly falsify their pedigrees by find- 
ing noted families bearing similar or identical surnames, upon 
the basis of which they rashly jump to the conclusion that they 
have at last found the parent stock of their lines. By devious 
methods they construct a chart showing the descent of their 
forefathers from ancient houses with which they have no known 
connection. In earlier times professional pedigree-makers delib- 
erately forged genealogies in order to please their not-too-critical 
patrons, but modern writers who are guilty of producing fan- 
tastic family histories can not, in most instances, be accused of 
such a grave charge as counterfeiting family ‘‘trees.’’ Their 
great fault lies in their lamentable ignorance of the subject and 
little or no ability to analyze thoroughly the evidence in their 
possession. Classic examples of the forged type of pedigree are 
the now-disproved myths of the Coulthart descent from an imag- 
inary Roman soldier ‘‘Coulthartus,’’ the Courtenay descent from 
a fictitious ‘‘Prinee Florus’’ of France, and the Habsburg origin 
of the noble English house of Feilding, Earls of Denbigh and 
Desmond. Well-known illustrations of the type of pedigree 
based on similar surnames, insufficient evidence, and inability to 
analyze the material at hand, are the exposed legends of the 
Washington descent from Odin and the Habsburg origin of the 
Rittenhouse family of Pennsylvania. 

To this distinguished list we must now add the Springers of 
Delaware, and, some say, of Rhode Island, Long Island and New 
Jersey. In 1881 Mr. Moses C. Springer, of Philadelphia, pub- 
lished A Genealogical Table and History of the Springer Family 
in Europe and North America, for Eight Centuries, from the 
Earliest German Princes; Origin of the Name, etc. In 1917 Mr. 
E. L. Seribner, of Amesbury, Mass., ‘‘Genealogist of the 
Springer Family and Clerk of the Springer Heirs Corporation 
1913, U. S. America and Canada,’’ produced a second edition, in 
the preface of which he soberly assures us that ‘‘probably no 
other family (except that of the late Queen Victoria of England) 
in the world’s history can boast of one direct line traced as far 


1 Grateful appreciation is herein extended to the following for helpful criticisms and 
suggestions for the improvement of this article: Dr. Arthur Adams, of Trinity College, 
Hartford, Conn., whose remarks to the author originally insvired this study of the 
Springer origins; Mr. Max E. Hoyt, President, National Genealogical Society, Washing- 
ton, D. C.; Lieut. Col. Calvin I. Kephart. Past President. same Societv: Baron Marcellus 
D. R. von Redlich, Atlanta. Ga.; Dr. Otto Springer, of the Universitv of Pennsvivania, 
Philadelphia; Mr. Herbert F. Seversmith. New York Citv: Mr. Meredith B. Colket, Jr., 
Washington, D. C.; and Mr. A. Haines Troth II, Ocean City, New Jersey. 
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back as Old Charlemagne, 742, nearly 1200 years.’’ In another 
place he lauds Mr. M. C. Springer’s work as ‘‘wonderful .. . 
through the most renowned royalty of 1200 years.’” 

At the outset, it should be emphasized that the writer does not 
question Mr. Springer’s motives or sincerity in producing this 
amazing tale. It was undoubtedly issued in good faith. But 
the author does strongly question this purported origin of the 
Springer family and condemns those who may have led Mr. 
Springer astray in his quest for his family’s remote antecedents. 

Briefly, the story as told by Mr. Springer is this: Lawrence, 
Carl and Jacob Springer came to America before the close of 
the 17th century, Lawrence settling in Rhode Island, Carl in 
Delaware, and Jacob in Long Island or East New Jersey, or both. 
They were the sons of Christopher Springer, Inspector of the 
Royal Exchequer College, in Sweden, whose ancestry was traced 
through seven generations of Springers at Lamstedt, Hannover, 
until we reach Johann Gottfried Springer, born in 1348, who, 
we are informed, was the son of Gottfried III, Count Springer 
of Waldenburg (died 1399). Then the pedigree of the Springers 
of Waldenburg is carried ten generations to ‘‘Christoph Louis, 
first Count Springer of Waldenburg, born 1091,’’ who is 
described as a son of Louis the Springer (died 1123), Count of 
Thuringia, the ancestor of the later Thuringian landgraves. 
Louis the Springer’s father, Louis the Bearded, is claimed as the 
son of Charles, Duke of Lower Lorraine, who was a great-great- 
great-great-grandson, in the direct male line, of ‘‘Old Charle- 
magne,’’ as Mr. Scribner affectionately calls the ancient emperor. 
Thus, it is asserted, the Springers of the United States are actu- 
ally the modern representatives, in the male line, of the powerful 
Emperor Charlemagne, who was born 1200 years ago. 

In the present monograph five major points will be discussed, 
namely: (1) Louis the Bearded’s paternity; (2) ‘‘Christoph 
Louis, Count Springer of Waldenburg’’; (3) The American 
immigrants; (4) Mr. Springer’s authorities; and (5) The 
Springer coat-of-arms. 


(1) Louis the Bearded’s paternity—The Springer genealogy 
is not solely responsible for the allegation that Louis the Bearded 
was a son of Charles, Duke of Lower Lorraine, the uncle of King 
Louis V of France, and the lineal male representative of Charle- 
magne. This is a fiction that has been believed for many cen- 
turies. But as early as 1781 the learned scholar, Georg Christian 


2Mr. Scribner, in the preface of the 2nd edition of the genealogy, states (p. viii) that 
he has collected ‘“‘legal evidence, descriptive evidence, permissable evidence, traditional 
matter, data, etc., of over 17,000 names, the true material unchallenged for Vol. II of 
this greatest genealogical work ever known in history.’’ To the writer's’ knowledge, this 
vol. II has never appeared. 
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Crollius (1728-1790), Librarian of Christian IV, Duke of Zwei- 
briicken, demonstrated in an address before the Electoral Acad- 
emy of Sciences at Mannheim, Germany, that Louis the Bearded 
definitely was not a son of Charles of Lower Lorraine, but was, 
instead, one of the sons of Conrad, brother of Hermann II, Duke 
of Swabia, and consequently a first cousin of the Empress Gisela, 
consort of the emperor who had appointed him ruler over 
Thuringia.* Thus, precisely a century before the original pub- 
lication of the Springer book, the oft-repeated claim that Louis 
the Bearded was a descendant in the male line of Charlemagne 
was thoroughly analyzed and vigorously repudiated.‘ 


(2) ‘*Christoph Louts, Count Springer of Waldenburg.’’— 
Louis the Springer succeeded his father, the bearded Louis, as 
Count of Thuringia in 1056 and ruled over that land until his 
death in 1123. He is claimed by the Springer genealogists as 
the source alike of the name and the pedigree of their family. 
They list his children as follows’: 


Hermann I, Count of Thuringia; d. 1115 (1114). 

‘*Christoph Louis, b. 1091, Count Springer of Waldenburg.’’ 

Otto, Count of Thuringia, afterwards a Bishop. 

Louis IIT, Count of Thuringia. 

Henry Raspe, Count of Thuringia. 
The second-named son, ‘‘Christoph Louis,’’ say our authors, 
was presented with Waldenburg in Silesia by the Emperor 
Henry IV and was knighted by that monarch in 1092, when he 
was but one year old. In making this statement our authors 
completely disregard the then prevailing rule that candidates 
must first pass through a long apprenticeship as pages and 
esquires before attaining full knighthood, an honor that cer- 
tainly was never conferred on year-old infants in the Middle 
Ages. 

It should be stated emphatically that there is no evidence to 

show that Louis the Springer ever had a son ‘‘ Christoph Louis.”’ 
Lack of space prevents here the enumeration of the numerous 


8L’Art de Vérifier les Dates, vol. III (1787), p. 365, states that about the year 1025 
the Emperor Conrad II appointed as ruler over Thuringia, ‘“‘Louis, dit le Barbu, que 
plusieurs donnent pour l'un de ces deux fils que Charles de France, oncle de Roi Louis V, 
eut dans sa prison d'Orléans. Mais il est maintenant demontré dans une Dissertation du 
savant Crollius, lue en 1781, 4 l’Académie de Manheim, qu'il étoit né de Conrad, frére 
d’Herman II, Duc de Souabe, et que par conséquent il étoit cousin germain de |’impératrice 
Gisele, femme de |’Empereur qu’on vient le nommer.” 

*Georgius Christianus Crollius, ‘“‘Observationes de diversis recentiorum erroribus in 
struenda maiorum familiae Salicae Wormatiensis s. Spirensis serie admissie rectiusque ea 
a familia Loganensi Conradi I regis discernenda quas praemittit probationibus Salicis,”’ 
in Acta Academiae Theodoro-Palatinae, tome VI (1789), pars historica. The section 
exploding Louis the Bearded’s’ fabled parentage is named, appropriately enough, “Ludo- 
vici barbati origo fabulis & erroribus contaminata”’ (‘‘Louis the Bearded’s Origin Con- 
taminated by Fables and Errors’’), Appendix V, pp. 174-178. 


® Springer genealogy, 2nd edition, pp. 83-84. 
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authoritative works consulted by this writer, in none of which 
is mentioned the existence of a ‘‘Christoph Louis,’’ but special 
mention must be made of two important works on this subject. 
The Rev. James Anderson, in his Royal Genealogies (1732), 
Table CCXLVII, p. 483, lists the following children for Louis 
the Springer of Thuringia by Adelheid von Nordmark, his wife: 


Louis (1), Landgrave of Thuringia, 1130; d. 1149; m. Hedwig, 
daughter of the Saxon Emperor Lothar.° 

Udo, Bishop of Naumburg, 1125; d. 1148. 

Conrad; d. young. 

Henry, of Raspenberg; d. young. 

Herman, of Hammersleben; d. in prison, 1114. 

Cunigunda; m. Dedo, Count of Rochlitz. 

Adelheid; m. Ulric, Count of Orlamunda. 

Caecilia; m. Gerlacus, Count of Waldersee.’ 


Dr. Erich Brandenburg, one of the most careful of modern 
historical scholars, in his fine work, Die Nachkommen Karls des 
Grossen (Leipzig, 1935), p. 26, gives the following list of Louis 
the Springer’s children, based primarily on O. Dobenecker’s 
Regesta Historiae Thuringiae (3 vols., 1896) : 


Adelheid; d. 1146; m. before 1102, Ulrich II, Count of Weimar- 
Orlamiinde, who divorced her and d. 1112. 

Hermann; d. 1114, in captivity. 

Ludwig I, Count of Thuringia, 1130, first Landgrave, 1131; d. 1140; 
m. before 1122, Hedwig of Gudensberg, d. 1148. 

Udo; Bishop of Naumburg; d. 1148. 

Heinrich Raspe, d. 1130; m, 1122, Hedwig, daughter of Count Megin- 
fred, widowed Countess of Gudensberg. 

Kunigunde (?); d. 1148; m. Count Wichmann. 

Caecilie; d. 1141; m. Gerlach I, Count of Veldenz, d. 1136-45. 

Konrad; d. after 1110. 


These two lists, which agree substantially—where there are 
differences Dr. Brandenburg should be followed—should be com- 
pared carefully with the above list extracted from the Springer 
genealogy. We reiterate: ‘‘Christoph Louis’’ is not once men- 
tioned in any authoritative work on European royal genealogies 
(that the writer has seen) as a son of Louis the Springer. 
Anderson, an early writer, was ignorant of his existence and 
modern research has not disclosed any such person. 

Why was the Thuringian count called ‘‘The Springer?’’ It is 


® The Springer genealogists are in error when they repeatedly describe Louis the Bearded 
as Louis the First, and Louis the Springer as Louis the Second. History has not accorded 
them those designations. The son of Louis the Springer is recognized as Louis the First, 
Landgrave of Thuringia, because he was the first landgrave in that country, and not as 
the Third, as given in the Springer genealogy, which apparently followed Anderson in 
this respect. 

7 Anderson here agrees with the afore-mentioned scholar Crollius, who, in another article, 
states that Gerlach I, Count of Veldenz from 1112 to 1146. married Caecilia. daughter of 
Louis the Springer, of Thuringia. (Acta Academiae Theodoro-Palatinae, tom. II, 1770, 
p. 281.) 
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a known fact that Louis was imprisoned at one time by the 
emperor. One day, he attempted to escape by leaping from the 
towering battlements of his prison, Giebichenstein, near Halle. 
The Springer genealogists declare (2nd edition, p. 78) that the 
Count ‘‘came from the wall unhurt, and was immediately taken 
before the Emperor, who, after having the manner of his escape 
explained to him, expressed great surprise at his courage, and 
in token of his appreciation of the great risk taken by Louis IT. 
(sic) to gain his liberty, pardoned him, and in sport gave him 
the surname ‘7he Springer,’ which he retained.’’* 

But the Springer genealogists evidently were not aware that 
Count Louis was not known as der Springer (Latin Saltator, 
**daneer’’) until three centuries after his death. An unimpeach- 
able source assures us that the surname was not applied to him 
until the 15th century, as a later addition to the manuscript of 
the Erfurt Annals.° Thus, it could not have originated as a 
family name during his lifetime. 

There are several possible explanations of the origin of 
‘*Springer’’ as a family surname. Dr. Otto Springer, Professor 
of Germanic Languages and Literature at the University of 
Pennsylvania, has informed the author, under date of May 25, 
1941, that the most plausible etymology of his name is Middle 
High German “‘springaere,’’ which often occurs, particularly in 
later medieval literature, in connection with the ‘‘videlaere,’’ the 
two words referring to the minstrels of a lower type who would 
perform at medieval courts; the springaere must have enter- 
tained their audience by some dancing, jumping, and other 
‘*cireus’’ tricks, the videlaere by their playing of the ‘‘fiddle.’’ 

The present writer has been unable to locate any of the 
so-called Counts of Waldenburg, a title certainly not borne by 
the Springer family. Kneschke mentions’? only two families of 
the name. One is that of the Barons Waldenburg, whose ances- 
tors lived in Rheinland and Westphalia in the 15th and 16th 
centuries. The other family was that of the natural children of 
Prince August Ferdinand of Prussia (of the House of Hohen- 
zollern), a diploma of nobility having been granted to them 
(under the name of Waldenburg) in September 1810. In addi- 
tion, passing mention may be made of Waldenburg in Wiirttem- 


8 The eminent American traveler, Bayard Taylor, in his book, At Home and Abroad: 
A Sketch-Book of Life, Scenery and Men, 2nd series (Eldorado Edition), chapter III, 
“A Home in the Thuringian Forest,’’ pp. 219-220, tells the above story of how Louis the 
Springer acquired his surname, but with a different ending—Count Louis successfully made 
his escape! Taylor probably gave the correct version of the account. 

* Allgemeine Deutsche Biographie, vol. Il, p. 589 (article on Ludwig der Springer): 
“Der Beiname ‘Saltator’ findet sich erst in 15. Jahrhundert, als Zusatz einer spateren 
Handschrift der Erfurter Annalen.”’ 

1° Prof. Dr. Ernst Heinrich Kneschke, Neues allgemeines Deutsches Adels-Lezicon, vol. 
IX (1870), p. 444. 
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berg, one of the early possessions (since 1250) of the Counts of 
Hohenlohe. It was erected into a principality of the Holy 
Empire in 1757, anid is still the seat of one branch of the family, 
the Princes of Hohenlohe-Waldenburg-Schillingsfiirst."! 

A careful review of the leading authorities on the subject 
shows that there were several Springer families of noble rank. 
Kneschke names two: (1) Sprenger or Springer, an ancient noble 
house of Austria; and (2) Springer, an Austrian family granted 
a diploma of nobility in 1605. Siebmacher’s Wappenbuch (vol. 
III, part 2, p. 387) mentions a Sprenger family in Posen, Poland, 
and in Lower Silesia. Rietstap’s Armorial Général lists several 
(2nd edition, tome II, 1934, pp. 814-815) : (1) Sprenger, of Mid- 
dleburg, in Holland; (2) Sprenger, of Silesia; (3) Sprenger, of 
Basel, Switzerland (two coats-of-arms are given for this family) ; 
(4) Sprenger van Eyk, in Holland; (5) Springer, of Austria; 
and (6) Springers, of Holland. It may be that the Swedish- 
American family derives its descent from the Lower Silesian line, 
but confirmatory evidence is lacking. 


(3) The American immigrants——The Springer genealogy 
asserts that the Inspector Christopher Springer, of Sweden, was 
the father of the three American immigrants, namely: (1) 
Lorentz, or Lawrence, of Tiverton, Rhode Island, (2) Jacob of 
Long Island or East New Jersey, and (3) Carl of Delaware. 
The only document given in the entire book is the following 
record relating to the probate of the Inspector’s will, as follows 
(2nd edition, p. 130) : 


** A.D. 1669, June 9th, Peter Carlingh, and Gustav Mathson, Alder- 
men, and John Neilson, Notary Public, were appointed by the Orphans’ 
Court to make an inventory, tax and divide the estate of the late 
Christopher Springer, Inspector in the Royal Exchequer College, 
between the widow, pious and virtuous matron, the Lady Beatea,” and 
the children of the late husband by the first bed, the book-keeper 
Laurentius (Lorentz) Springer; by the second bed, Christina Springer, 
the wife of John Jacobson, now living in Riga; and of the third bed, 
five children, with the above mentioned wife, Miss Elizabeth Springer, 
about fourteen years, Carl Springer, about eleven years, Christopher 
Springer, eight years, Baltzer Springer, five years, and Jacob Springer, 
one year old.’’ 


This is sufficient evidence to show that Christopher Springer 
had sons Lawrence, Jacob and Carl. But there is no evidence 
to show that the above-named Lawrence and Jacob ever came to 
America. The name of the former, as an alleged settler in Rhode 


11 Almanach de Gotha, any recent edition. 

12 The correct Swedish name is Beata. A clue to her parentage and ancestry is pro- 
vided by the statement that one of her representatives in connection with the probate of 
her husband’s will was her brother, ‘Mr. Baltzer Hendricksen.’’ (Springer genealogy, 
2nd edition, p. 131.) 
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Island, does not appear at all in the standard reference works 
for that section of the country, namely: Savage’s Genealogical 
Dictionary of New England, or the numerous volumes of the 
New England Historical and Genealogical Register. Austin’s 
Genealogical Dictionary of Rhode Island, it is true, mentions a 
Lawrence Springer who, on May 8, 1679, bought land at Seacon- 
net from Thomas Hicks of Portsmouth and Tiverton for £22, 10s, 
but this fine work gives no account of any Springer family -and 
the reference to this transfer of land is contained in the section 
on the Hicks family. There is no proof that the Lawrence 
Springer mentioned by Austin was the alleged Swedish settler. 
Jacob Springer, supposed to have been an early settler on Long 
Island, is not named at all in Professor Evjen’s monumental 
volume on the Scandinavian Immigrants in New York, Stouten- 
burgh’s History of the Dutch Congregation of Oyster Bay, 
Bergen’s Early Settlers of Kings County, N. Y., the many 
volumes of the New York Genealogical and Biographical Record, 
the abstracts of New York wills published by the New York His- 
torical Society, or the Oyster Bay, Jamaica, and Hempstead 
Town Records. As an alleged New Jersey settler, Jacob does 
not figure in the New Jersey Archives (especially vol. XXI, the 
Calendar of Records, or the volumes of abstracts of Jersey wills), 
the Proceedings of the New Jersey Historical Society, the Gene- 
alogical Magazine of New Jersey, or the Pennsylvania publica- 
tions containing many useful data regarding East and West 
Jersey, namely, the Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biog- 
raphy, and the Publications of the Genealogical Society of Penn- 
sylvania. Lawrence and Jacob Springer simply are nonexistent 
in the colonies so far as the official records are concerned. If 
persons bearing those names came from Sweden late in the 17th 
century or early in the 18th and settled in the provinces men- 
tioned by the Springer genealogists, documentary evidence to 
that effect should be produced by their descendants. 

There is ample evidence to show that Carl Springer was an 
American settler, and that the Springer genealogists were quite 
correct in assigning him as a son to Christopher of Sweden. He 
is called usually Carl Christopher Springer, and as such some 
times appears in the Church records of Wilmington, Delaware. 
Occasionally he is called Carl Christopherson Springer, which, in 
the writer’s opinion, is his proper name, as denoting his paternity 
in accordance with the Swedish custom then prevailing and 
which still is followed to a certain extent by Swedish families at 
the present time. Carl Springer was a leading citizen of Wil- 
mington and was very active in church affairs, holding the office 
of churchwarden. His high social status is shown by the title of 
‘*Mr.’’ which is frequently prefixed to his name. The evidence 
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that he was a son of Christopher Springer of Sweden is circum- 
stantial, but, in the writer’s opinion, it is strongly indicative of 
his parentage. The probate records of 1669, quoted above, show 
that the Inspector Christopher Springer had a son Carl, who was 
then ‘‘about’’ eleven years old. He was born, therefore, about 
1658. In the year 1738 the death of Carl Springer of Wilming- 
ton was thus recorded: ‘‘Carl Christopher Springer, died May 26 
and was buried May 28, 80 years old.’’'* Thus, the American 
Carl was shown as having been born in 1658. The fact that he 
was some times called Carl Christopherson is the third link in 
the chain that connects him with the Swedish family. 


(4) Mr. Springer’s authorities —The reader may well inquire : 
What were the sources from which Mr. M. C. Springer and his 
successors derived their data for their claims? It should be 
stated emphatically that no authorities were quoted, and abso- 
lutely no documentation appeared in any part of the volume, 
with the exception of the afore-mentioned probate records relat- 
ing to Christopher Springer’s estate. At the beginning of the 
Springer genealogy is the following list of ‘‘references’’: His- 
tories of France and Germany; Sheehan’s Genealogical, Chrono- 
logical, and Historical Atlas ; Collins’ Peerage ; Sharp’s Peerage ; 
Life of Martin Luther; History of the Reformation; History of 
the Thirty Years’ War; Genealogical works and family memo- 
randa; Chureh records in Germany, under seal of pastors and 
superintendents, ‘‘for much of which I am under many obliga- 
tions to Dr. Theodore Mund Lauff, of London, England’’; 
Records of Upsala, Sweden. The last two items only are of real 
genealogical value, although it would certainly have been advis- 
able to have named more specifically the parishes and pastors 
in Germany from which were derived the records of the German 
branches. Inasmuch as the church registers in Catholic Germany 
seldom go farther than 1550, and many of the registers of Protes- 
tant Germany only go to 1650 (just after the close of the devas- 
tating Thirty Years’ War), it is doubtful if the published 
Springer pedigree can be verified much beyond the Christopher 
Springer who is said to have gone from Germany to Sweden, and 
to have become, in time, the father of the American immigrants. 
The book contains the genealogies of a number of German 
Springer families from the 17th century to the present, and it is 
presumed that the parish registers alluded to above pertain to 
those branches and not to the family from which the Swedish- 
American Springers are allegedly descended. <A careful enum- 


13 The Records of Holy Trinity (Old Swedes) Church, Wilmington, Del., from 1697 to 
1778, translated from the original Swedish by Horace Burr (Papers of the Historical 
Society of Delaware, vol. X, 1890), p. 50. 
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eration of the records now extant at Upsala (Uppsala) would 
also have been desirable. The inclusion in the Springer bibliog- 
raphy of general histories of France, Germany, Martin Luther, 
the Reformation, the Thirty Years’ War, etc., makes the work 
practically worthless. It is uncertain how English ‘‘peerages’’ 
were employed in tracing the genealogy of the Springer family. 


(5) The Springer coat-of-arms.—The frontispiece of the 
Springer genealogy contains a coat-of-arms as follows: 


ESCUTCHEON.—To the Ist and 4th, Sable, a stag springing for- 
ward, counter passant Or, sustained by a hill Vert. To the 2nd and 3d, 
Argent, to the barry azure. 

HELMET: Crowned. 

CREST: Stag issuing between 2 wings expanded and conjoined cut 
evenly off. Dexter of Sable on Or, Sinister Argent or Azure. 

LAMBREQUINS: Conformed to the colors and metals of the 
Escutcheon. 


The above coat-of-arms has been described inaccurately by the 
Springer genealogists. They seem to have followed Rietstap’s 
Armorial Général, but misunderstood the terms used in the lat- 
ter, wherein the second and third quarters are thus described: 
‘‘aux 2 et 3 d’arg. d la fasce d’azur.’’ ‘‘Fasce’’ is the same as 
fesse, which is a ‘‘strip or band placed horizontally across the 
shield, occupying one-third of the field.’’"** But the Springers, 
instead of using the word ‘‘fesse’’ employed ‘‘ Barry,’’ which is 
entirely different, being defined as the ‘‘division of the field by 
horizontal lines into a certain number of equal parts.’’ The 
reproduction of the coat-of-arms in the Springer genealogy is 
clearly a fesse, and not barry. 

The Springer genealogists apparently did not realize that they 
described the coat-of-arms of the Austrian family of the name 
while claiming a Silesian origin, although it is not improbable 
that the Austrian and the Silesian families were descended from 
the same parent stock. The Sprengers of Silesia, from which the 
Swedish-American family probably derives its lineage, bore arms 
as follows: ‘‘ Divided: in the 1st half, Or, two bars gules; in the 
2nd, Azure, a stag rampant, natural, supported by a terrace, 
vert; Helmet crowned. Crest: A stag issuing. Lambrequin: 
dexter side, Or and gules; sinister, argent and azure.’’ The 
Springers of Delaware are entitled to use these arms only if 
documentary proof can be presented that their ancestor, Carl 
Christopher Springer, of Sweden, was descended from the 
Silesian 

14 Arthur Francis Pimbly, Pimbly’s Dictionary of Heraldry (1908), p. 33. 


18 The Nordisk Familjebok, vol. XVIIT (1933), p. 285, gives a brief biographical sketch 
of a noted Swedish politician, Christofer Springer (1704-1788). All evidence points to 
Carl Christopher(son) Springer of Delaware as being one of the relatively few American 
immigrants with an assured social position in the mother country. 


GENEALOGICAL RESEARCH IN THE LAW LIBRARY 


By Noe. C. Stevenson, of Baldwin Park, Calif. 


Hidden away in the hundreds of volumes of court reports to 
be found in the law libraries throughout the country, lie con- 
cealed the solutions to many an ancestral enigma that has been 
plaguing genealogists for the past generation.! 

To a person who has been initiated into the realms of the law, 
a court report is the result of an appealed court action, the 
opinion of the justices being printed in book form. Court 
reports as the reader possibly knows, are the source to which an 
attorney goes to find a precedent for his case, so it is obvious 
that the reports were created for the benefit of the legal profes- 
sion and not genealogists. However, when a case pertains to 
real property, probate cases, and a multitude of other matters 
involving family relationship, genealogical data are automatic- 
ally included in the reported decision. 

For instance, confronted with the problem of finding the 
ancestry of Ambrose Heacock of Vermont, and using the reports 
as a basis of the search, we turn to the Decennial Edition of the 
American Digest, which contains ‘‘A Complete Table of Amer- 
ican Cases from 1658 to 1906,’’ included in Volumes 21 to 25 
inclusive. Under the heading of Heacock as plaintiff, in volume 
23, the following citation among others was found: Heacock vs. 
Walker, 1 Tyler (Vermont Reports) 338,? an appeal in an action 
entitled Nathaniel Heacock, Plaintiff, vs. Samuel Walker, Defen- 
dant, for damages for taking possession of a certain gelding 
horse of the value of one hundred dollars. The story of what 
led to the lawsuit as disclosed in the facts of the case, more than 
compensates the searcher for his toil. 

In January 1799, a horse was purchased by defendant Walker 
from Elisha Sadd. ‘‘That soon after the defendant, who then 
lived in Pittsford, in the County of Rutland, loaned the horse 
to one Aaron Heacock, to go on a journey into the Northern part 
of the State. On his journey, Aaron Heacock purchased from 
the plaintiff a load of tin ware upon short credit, and proceeded 
with the horse and ware towards Pem,? in the State of New York, 
at which place he engaged to vend the ware, and with the avails 
of the sales to return and pay the plaintiff. But it seems he 


1In addition to court reports, a vast amount of material is to be found in the numerous 
legal journals published in the United States and foreign countries. 

2 Reference to court reports, such as 4 Connecticut 179, means Volume 4 Page 179 of 
Connecticut Supreme Court Reports. 1 Tyler (Vermont) signifies that the case is in 
volume 1, 

8 Efforts to identify this place have been unsuecessful. 
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went into the province of lower Canada, where he disposed of 
his merchandise. The plaintiff (Nathaniel Heacock) having 
waited a reasonable time, and suspecting the honesty of Aaron 
Heacock, sent his son Ambrose in pursuit of him, who overtook 
him in the village of La Prairie, where he (Aaron Heacock) sold 
and delivered the horse to the plaintiff, through the agency of his 
son, in part payment for the tin ware, who brought the horse 
to his father the plaintiff, who had him in possession some weeks. 
On the day preceding that of the trespass alleged, the defendant 
came to a tavern in Charlotte, under the pretence of purchasing 
a horse to ride to Canada. The plaintiff was sent for, and the 
parties had in appearance nearly completed a contract for the 
purchase of the horse; but the business was deferred until the 
next day. Early in the morning, before the plaintiff had arisen, 
the defendant went to his stable, and persuaded his son Ambrose 
to bring the horse on the highway. The defendant then put his 
own bridle and saddle upon him, mounted the horse, and, as he 
rode off with him, proclaimed that he took the horse as his own 
property.’’ 

In addition to showing that Ambrose Heacock is the son of 
Nathaniel, other facts of interest are given as to residence and 
dates. A person can’t help but feel sympathetic for Ambrose, 
who so unwittingly committed so many ‘‘boners.’’ The Heacock 
day in court was a sad one, as the law let Defendant Walker 
keep his horse and collect his costs from Plaintiff Heacock. 

The table of cases found in the American Digest is far from 
satisfactory as an index, as only the name of the plaintiff is 
given, and only the surname at that. In some cases it would be 
easier to go through each volume of the court reports of the 
state in which a person is interested. This is particularly true 
in cases where the approximate year of search is known. A table 
or index of cases is to be found in the front of each volume of 
court reports and is indexed as to both plaintiff and defendant. 

In 7 Ohio Law Reporter 649, et seq., are to be found some 
excellent examples of the wealth of genealogical detail available 
in the books of the law: 

Information about the Will of Caleb Swan of Hamilton 
County, Ohio, dated 24 March 1807, probated 10 April 1810, is 
of interest. He was born about 1760 in Massachusetts, and 
entered the ‘‘United State Army,’’ 1 January 1777.4 

The dealings of William McFarland with his mother-in-law 
are brought to light in a deed dated 4 November 1807: ‘‘To all 
whom it may concern, know ye that for the love and affection 
that I bear to my mother-in-law, Elizabeth Singer, and for the 
consideration of one cent to me in hand paid, I hereby vest in her 


*7 Ohio Law Reporter 666. 
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the complete possession of the lot .. . whereon she now lives... 
for her life . . with the . . free use of the well without cost for 
the term aforesaid.’’ 

When William went to regain possession it cost him somewhat 
more than one cent, as it is shown that on 12 September 1808 
he paid his mother-in-law a consideration of one hundred dollars 
for the property.® 

In a record of apprenticeship under date of 2 September 1807, 
‘*Maria Campbell, by advice and consent of Mary Anne Campbell, 
her mother, both of the town of Cincinnati, has put herself of 
her own free will and accord an apprentice to James H. Looker 
and Lydia, his wife, . . . until the 29th day of December 
35. 

Behind the ‘‘ Verbal Will of James Bradford, Captain of the 
United States Artillery,’’ dated 12 December 1791, we find 
nothing but stark tragedy. He fell mortally wounded in battle 
with the Indians and died 4 November 1791, Robert Buntin, so 
swore before the Judge of Probate in and for the County of 
Hamilton in the Territory of the United States, Northwest of 
the Ohio River. Buntin reported that the Captain wanted his 
property left to his wife Margaret Bradford and their unborn 
child, one half each.* 


Research in English Court Reports 


The reports of the English courts are provided with several 
tables of cases, the principal ones being: Mew’s Digest, Volume 
24; The English and Empire Digest, Volumes 45 and 46; Hals- 
bury’s Laws of England, Volume 35, and The English Reports 
Index of Cases, in two volumes. 

As an example, let us take the case of Philip Brice vs. Gerard 
Smith, 20 May 1737, in an action brought for four messuages 
and one acre of land in Old Brentford, found in 1 Reports of 
Adjudged Cases in the Court of Common Pleas, During the Time 
of Lord Chief Justice Willes Presided 1.5 In this matter involv- 
ing the will of Philip Brice (the grandfather of the plaintiff, 


5 Ibid., 659. 

Ibid., 663. 

7 Tbid., 651-2. 

8 Also found in 125 English Reports 1025. The English Reports consists of a set of 
176 volumes, plus two volumes of index in which are reprinted the old Chancery, Common 
Law, King’s Bench and other reports. By reference to a chart known as: “Table of 
English Reports, Volumes 1-176.’" ‘‘Shewing where each volume of the Old Reports is 
Reprinted in the English Reports, in the House of Lords, Privy Council, Chancery, Rolls 
Court, Vice Chancellor, King’s Bench, Common Bench, Exchequer, Ecclesiastical, Admi- 
ralty, Probate and Divorce, Crown Cases, and Nisi Prius Series,’’ (published by The 
Carswell Company, Ltd.), it is possible to find that Brice vs. Smith, 1 Willes 1, is 
reprinted in 125 English Reports 1025. 
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Philip Brice, whose father was also named Philip Brice) bearing 
date of 28 July 1683.° 

‘*T give unto my son Philip Brice, (who was the father of the 
plaintiff) .... from and after the decease of my wife Margaret, 
on condition he shall pay my son William... .. 

In those few words, three generations of the Brice family 
come to light, tracing the family back perhaps to 1600. 

The reader is no doubt impressed with the feeling that 
research in the law library requires much patience.’ But what 
of that? Patience is the virtue that the genealogist equipped 
himself with before he started on his first case. 


LIEUTENANT JOHN CHRISTOPHERS 
OF NEW LONDON, CONNECTICUT 


Compiled by WINIFRED LOvERING HOLMAN, 8.B., of Lexington, Mass. 


Lieut. John Christophers, born in New London, Conn., 3 Sept. 
1668, died in the Barbadoes, 3 Feb. 1703, testate. He married 
in New London, 28 July 1696, Elizabeth Mulford, born on Long 
Island, New York, about 1676, died in New London, 14 Aug. 
1720, ‘‘suddenly,’’* daughter of Captain Samuel and Esther 
(Conklin) Mulford. The widow married secondly, in New Lon- 
don, 21 Oct. 1706, the wealthy John Pickett, born there, 28 July 
1685, Yale 1705, died there, 9 Dec. 1738, aged 53, testate, son of 
Adam and Hannah (Wetherell) Pickett. By Pickett she had, 
born in New London, Adam, born 26 May 1708, died young; 
John, born 5 Dee. 1710, Yale 1732; married Mary Cogswell ; 
Hannah, born 9 Sept. 1712; married Peter Latimer; and Mary, 
baptised 29 Aug. 1714; married Richard Christophers. 

Lieut. John and Elizabeth (Mulford) Christophers, had born 
to them at New London, (1) Samuel, born 23 July 1697, died 
young; (2) Elizabeth, born 15 Feb. 1698; married Lieut. Joshua 
Raymond; (3) John, born in May 1701, drowned, 29 July 1723, 
south side of London Island, unmarried, testate; (4) Esther, 
born 20 June 1703 (posthumous) ; married Thomas Manwaring. 

Now this John Christophers was an illegitimate son of the 
widow Elizabeth (Brewster) Bradley, daughter of Jonathan and 


* The report discloses that other children are mentioned in the will, but not shown in 
the report. 


10 Courses in legal research are available in law schools, but special study is hardly 
necessary, as a few suggestions from the librarian coupled with information as to the 
location of the books will suffice. This type of research is much simpler than looking for 
a legal precedent. 


*She left no recorded estate. 
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Lucretia (Oldham) Brewster. Elizabeth Brewster was born in 
Plymouth Colony, 1 May 1637, died in New London, in 1708; 
married first, Peter Bradley, who died in New London, 3 April 
1663. Her second husband, Christopher Christophers, whom 
she married after July 1676, was born in 1631, and died in New 
London, 23 July 1687, aged 56, testate. His first wife, Mary, 
died in New London, 13 July 1676. Between 1662 and 1673, 
Elizabeth and Christopher had two illegitimate children born to 
them, as see the actual court record copied below. 

Miss Caulkins in her ‘‘ History of New London,’’ edition of 
1852, page 251, cites from the New London County Court 
Record : 

**1673 . .. widow Bradley presented for a second offence, in having a 
child born out of wedlock, the father of both being Christopher Christophers, 
a married man; sentenced to pay the usual fine of £5, and also to wear 


on her cap a paper whereon her offence is written, as a warning to others, 
or else to pay £15. Samuel Starr became her bondsman for £15.’’ 


Also, page 252, Miss Caulkins states: 


‘“Christopher Christophers and the Widow Bradley were afterward mar- 
ried, probably in 1676.’’ 


This court record appears on page 63 of the New London 
County Court Records, Volume 3 (1670-1681), on file at the Con- 
necticut State Library at Hartford, viz.: 


‘A County Court held att New Londo: Septembr: 16th; 1673 &’’ 
**Major John Talleott: 
Captn Edward Palmes: Assistants 
Comr’’ 


‘*Elizabeth Brawly widdow Being bound over to this Court for Commit- 
ting fornication with Christopher Christophers which she is found guilty of 
by her Examination taken the: 21: of July: 1673: as also by her owne 
Confeshion in open Court, which Sin of hers is Highly aggravated as being 
the second of yt nature with the same party who is a married man, This 
Court haveing seriously Considered the haniousnes of the offence & alsoe 
Considering her present Condition being neare her time of deliuery, whereby 
shee is uncapable of undergoeing such punishment as the haniousnes of the 
transgressid may deserve, Doe adjudg her to pay five pound fine & to weare 
a papour on her hatt one some publique day where on shall be written in 
Capitall Letters, Let the punishment of my whoredome be a warning to 
others, or else to pay fifteene pound fyne to this County Treasurie giveing 
sufficient security for the same, 

‘*Mr Samuell Starr appeareing in Court Enters bond in the behalfe of 
Elizabeth Brawly to the summ of fifteene pounds payable to the County of 
New Londo that shee the s@ Elizabeth Brawly shall satisfie the fine when 
demanded in the specie the law requires this bond was acknowledged in 
Court this: 18th: of Septemr 1673: 

Attest Jno Birechard L: C.’’ 


An ancient and exceedingly valuable old family record book, 
known as the Brewster Book, is owned by the Massachusetts 
Society of Mayflower Descendants, Boston, Mass. The entire 
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book was published in 1890 in their quarterly, ‘‘The Mayflower 
Descendant,’’ in Volume I. Page 77, of the same contains this 
entry: 
*“(p. 187, upside down) 
**John Christopher the Sonn of Christopher Christophers & Elizabeth his 
wife was Borne at New London Septembr 34 1668.’’ 


The descent of the above John Christophers from Elder 
William Brewster of the Mayflower has been accepted by the 
Massachusetts Society of Mayflower Descendants. 

It is also stated that the parents of John Pickett were first 
cousins, their mothers being daughters of Jonathan Brewster and 
thus descendants of the said Elder Brewster, but this compiler 
has not verified this assertion. 


Editorial Note: The parentage of Lieut. John Christophers was misstated 
by the late John R. Totten, in his ‘‘ Christophers Family,’’ New York Gene- 
alogical and Biographical Record, 50-326 (also reprinted in book form). 
Although it has been correctly stated in certain other publications, we 
have not seen the complete basic evidence brought together and so clearly 
presented as by Miss Holman in the foregoing article, which is presented 
in the cause of historic truth. Under Connecticut law to-day, subsequent 
marriage of the parents and acknowledgment of paternity legitimates a 
child, and the unfortunate circumstances of John Christophers’ birth do not 
bar his descendants from their Mayflower heritage.—D. L. J. 


RICHARD GOODRICH OF GUILFORD, CONN., AND 
BARTHOLOMEW GOODRICH OF BRANFORD, CONN. 


By Donaup LINnEs Jacosus, M.A., of New Haven, Conn. 


**The Goodrich Family,’’ by L. W. Case, published in 1889, 
page 350, gives the following account of the Guilford and Bran- 
ford Goodriches : 


Richard Goodrich, an original settler of Guilford, Conn., 1639; died 7 May 
1676; married 7 June 1646, Dinah Children: 


Bartholomew, b. 3 Sept. 1647. 

John, b. 13 Feb. 1650. 

Mary, b. 9 June 1652; m. 15 Aug. 1676, John Bailey. 
Rachel, b. 24 Sept. 1653; m. 23 Dee. 1678, Daniel Benton. 
Elizabeth, b. 8 Oct. 1655; m. 16 June 1677, Ephraim Darwin. 


Bartholomew Goodrich? (Richard'), born 3 Sept. 1647, died in 1695-6; 
married 7 Dec. 1677, Mary Bartholomew; residence, Branford, Conn. 
Children : 


1. Mary’, b. 28 Oct. 1683; m. 21 May 1707, Samuel Kirkham. 
2. Abigail, b. 13 Nov. 1685; m. 8 June 1704, Samuel Pond. 
3. Elizabeth, b. 11 Jan. 1688; d. 4 Dee. 1704. 

4. William, b. 13 June 1690. 

5. Bartholomew, b. 9 Sept. 1692. 

6. Joanna, b. 21 Apr. 1694; m. 31 Oct. 1716, John Belden. 


co 
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The dates given are consistent with each other, and no obvious 
discrepancy appears to cause doubt as to the substantial accuracy 
of the above account. Based on this source, Bartholomew Good- 
rich of Branford has usually been placed as a son of Richard 
Goodrich of Guilford. However, this family history has in 
general a very poor reputation for accuracy, hence it is advis- 
able to check the statements made, by reference to the contem- 
porary records. 

The marriage of Bartholomew Goodrich and the births of his 
children are not recorded in Branford. The exact dates given 
must therefore have been derived from some other source, most 
probably an old Bible record. But nearly all the dates can be 
proved wrong. The entry in New Haven County Court Records, 
vol. 2, copy, p. 39, proves that the wife of Bartholomew Good- 
rich was Mary Bartholomew; but she was born at Roxbury, 
Mass., 26 Oct. 1668, hence her marriage could not have occurred 
7 Dee. 1677 as stated, when she was only nine years old. The 
New Haven County Court Records, vol. 1, p. 239, show that 
Lieut. Bartholomew Goodrich died shortly before 13 Feb. 1695/6 
{Probate Records, vol. 2, p. 175], and that in June 1696 the ages 
of the children were: Mary 11, Abigail 10, Elizabeth 7, Bartholo- 
mew 5, Joanna 1, and a child unborn. 

This unborn child was William, baptized July 1696, and these 
original records show that he must have been born June or July 
1696, not 13 June 1690 as ‘‘The Goodrich Family”’ states. The 
next older child, Joanna, was baptized Feb. 1693/4, so she could 
not have been born 21 Apr. 1694, two months after she was 
baptized; and her husband’s name was Baldwin, not Belden. 
The next older child, Bartholomew, was baptized 13 Dee. 1691, 
hence could not have been born nine months later, 9 Sept. 1692. 
The baptisms of the three eldest children are not found, but 
according to their ages as stated in 1696, Mary was born about 
1685, not in 1683; Abigail was born about 1686, not in 1685; 
and Elizabeth was born about 1689, not in 1688. 

Therefore the dates given in ‘‘The Goodrich Family’’ cannot 
be accepted as they stand. Their origin is entirely unknown. 
They may be fictitious, but it is not necessary to reach that con- 
clusion. With two or three exceptions, they are close enough to 
dates shown by the original records to suggest that they may 
have been taken from an old imperfect, perhaps partly illegible 
and misread, family or Bible record. The date of Bartholomew’s 
marriage is of course very wide of the mark. Considering the 
date of Mary Bartholomew’s birth (1668) and the approxi- 
mate date of her first child’s birth (1685), it seems likely that 
she was married about 1684, when about sixteen years of age. 
The date 1677 is obviously impossible. 
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When we study the family assigned to Richard Goodrich of 
Guilford in ‘‘The Goodrich Family,’’ conditions are worse. For 
the sake of comparison, the following is substantially the account 
given in Dr. Alvan Talcott’s manuscript history of Guilford 
families, p. 245, with additions from pp. 27, 28, 140 and 193: 


Richard Goodrich, Guilford 1639, Branford 1654, died 7 May 1676; 
married Dinah Children: 


1. John, died single, Feb. 1728. 
2. Mary, m. 16 Aug. 1676, John Bailey: children—Mary, Nathaniel, 
Mehitabel. 
3. Rachel, d. Oct. 1685; m. 23 Nov. 1658, Daniel Benton, who d. 10 
June 1672: children—Joanna, Ebenezer, Bethia, Rebecca. 
4. Elizabeth, m. 10 June 1678, Ephraim Darwin: children—Daniel, 
Samuel, Rachel, Joseph, Ebenezer, David. 
Lydia, m. 1660 James Evarts: children—Mary, John, Samuel, 
Joseph, Judah, Mary, Lydia, Hannah, Joseph, Dorothy, Jonathan. 


The births of the children are not recorded, neither is the 
marriage of Richard. Dr. Talcott, while his manuscript contains 
an occasional error, is a much better authority than ‘‘The Good- 
rich Family’’; he had moreover the use of the papers of Ralph 
D. Smyth, who labored on the Guilford families many years ago. 
I have verified enough of the facts stated by Talcott to make 
sure of their substantial accuracy. The death of Richard is 
recorded in Guilford; both accounts are correct as to that. The 
marriage of Rachel is recorded in Guilford as 1658, not 1678 as 
given in ‘‘The Goodrich Family.’’ The latter says she was born 
1653 and married 1678, dates which are consistent with each 
other. But as she actually married 1658 (and her husband died 
1672, so the marriage date 1678 is impossible as well as contrary 
to the original records), the date of birth assigned to her would 
make her only five at the actual date of marriage. This strongly 
suggests that invented or fictitious birth dates were supplied to 
the compiler of the book by some person unknown. A genuine 
family record would also have contained the birth of Lydia. 
omitted in ‘‘The Goodrich Family.’’ Lydia was the only one of 
the four girls whose marriage was not recorded in Guilford. 
The compiler of ‘‘The Goodrich Family’’ was therefore unaware 
of her existence, and he provided birth dates for only the three 
girls he knew about. But Lydia’s place in the family is proved 
by the will of her brother John Goodrich, who made her son 
Joseph Evarts his chief heir. 

We may therefore accept Taleott’s account as substantially 
correct, while no confidence may be placed in ‘‘The Goodrich 
Family.’’ It will be noted that the latter includes Bartholomew 
as a son of Richard, while Talcott omits him. It is necessary to 
consult the original records of Branford and Guilford, to see 
what light they throw on Bartholomew’s parentage. 
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No probate of Richard Goodrich’s estate is found. In Guil- 
ford records, ‘‘Terrier’’ vol. 1, p. 21, lands belonging to John 
Goodrich were entéred, ‘‘which was his father Richard Good- 
richs first devission,’’ also his father’s second division land. 
Under this, which was dated 24 Mar. 1674, was entered: ‘‘I haue 
giuen my sone John full possession of the first and seacond 
devission of Land at the East end of Guilford mareh: 25": 
1673:4 Richard Goodrich.’’ 

It will be noted that the date was only two years before 
Richard’s death, and it is probable that he ‘‘portioned’’ his 
daughters at marriage, and conveyed his real estate to his son 
John, making probate unnecessary. No deeds to or from Bar- 
tholomew Goodrich were found. That is strange if he was son 
of Richard. 

Taleott supposed that John Goodrich was single. The recent 
discovery of his wife’s gravestone in taking down an old house 
in Guilford shows that he was married. The particulars are 
given in THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST, vol. 11, p.182. The stone 
reads ‘‘here lyeth ye Body of Mary, ye wife of John Goodrich, 
who died ye 25 December, 1722, in ye 61 year of her age,’’ and 
she is identified as Mary Alling of New Haven, born 23 Feb. 
1661/2, hence twelve years younger than her husband, if he 
was born 1650 as stated by ‘‘The Goodrich Family.’’ The fact 
that he received a deed from his father in 1674 indicates that he 
was born at least as early as 1653, and 1650 may be correct. 
He left no children, and as his wife died before him, she is not 
mentioned in his will, which explains Talcott’s supposition that 
he died single. The will, dated 20 Mar. 1722/3 {three months 
after his wife’s death], proved 19 Mar. 1727/8, is recorded in 
Guilford Probate Records, vol. 2, pp. 251-253. 

He gave his cousin Joseph Evarts his dwelling house, barn, 
home lot and other lands, for life, then to Joseph’s wife Hannah 
for life, and after their decease the remainder to Joseph Evarts 
Jr. and Jehiel Evarts, the two sons of the sd Joseph Evarts and 
Hannah his wife. He also gave specified land to his cousin 
Daniel Benton, to his cousin Ebenezer Benton Jr., to his cousin 
Nathaniel Bayley, and to his cousin Caleb Benton; legacies to 
his cousins Elizabeth and Abigail Benton, the two eldest daugh- 
ters of Ensn Ebenezer Benton; his commonage to his cousins 
Daniel Benton, Joseph Evarts Jr., and Jehiel Evarts; his house- 
hold goods to cousin Hannah wife of Joseph Evarts; and 
remainder to cousin Joseph Evarts Sr., whom he made sole 
Executor. 

Here it will be noted that Bartholomew Goodrich died some 
thirty years before John Goodrich died. But some of John’s 
sisters had long been dead, yet he remembered some of their 
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children. Considering the strong feeling then prevalent that 
landed estates should go to the male heirs, it is very strange that 
John Goodrich left nothing to the sons of Bartholomew if Bar- 
tholomew was his brother. The term ‘‘cousin’’ in the will was 
used of course in the old sense of nephew or niece, and all those 
named were children or grandchildren of John’s sisters. 

The first certain mention found of Bartholomew in the Bran- 
ford records is in the Deeds, vol. 1, p. 376: ‘‘Jan™ 26 1673 Bar- 
tholomew Goodrich sold vnto Isaac Bradly a Bay horse marked 
with a T on the Neere Buttock’’ while Bradly in exchange sold 
Goodrich a black horse with N on the near buttock. His first 
ownership of land is found in vol. 1, p. 418: ‘‘At a Towne Meet- 
ing y® 4th of March : 1675/6: the towne did giue and graunt vnto 
Bartholomew Goodrich a p'cell of land laying at the reare of 
John linleyes homelott & W™ Hoadlyes homelott being neere 
three acres: provided he do build a sufficient dwelling House 
vpon it or the produce of it within foure years.”’ 

Then, in vol. 1, p. 114: ‘‘At a Towne meetting 24 march 
1678/9 W™ Hoadly and Samuel pond and peter Tyler were 
appointed to lay out Bartholomew Goodrich his land at the reer 
of the home lots according to his former graunt.’’ Vol. 1, p. 
154: ‘‘the towne haue giuen liberty to Bartholomew Goodrich 
to take up his cow pasture Joyning to his land w*" was formerly 
granted to him by the towne viz: on y* north side of it.’’ 

Certain conclusions may be drawn from the above records. 
Bartholomew was living in Branford Jan. 1673, by which 1673 /4 
is probably meant, and was then of age or old enough to ‘‘swap 
horses.’’ Richard Goodrich in March 1673/4 was living in 
Guilford, as he had been for many years, and made over his 
lands to his son John at that time. Bartholomew Goodrich 
received no land from Richard either in Guilford or Branford. 
He was living in Branford by 1674, vet owned no land until 
1676, when he received a homelot by courtesy of the town, pro- 
vided he should build a dwelling house on it within four years, 
and this grant was not actually laid out until 1679. By 16380 
he had presumably built the house, for he then received from 
the town pasture adjoining. 

The question is, where was he living between 1674 and 1680, 
since he clearly had no house of his own. It was contrary to 
law for young unmarried men to live by themselves. The 
explanation would seem to be that he was related to one of the 
older Branford settlers. Perhaps he had an uncle in Branford 
with whom he lived. Perhaps his mother, left a widow, married 
a Branford man, and brought him there with her to live. Per- 
haps his parents, living elsewhere, had apprenticed him to some- 
one in Branford. Any of these theories would explain his being 
a resident in Branford so long before he had a house of his own. 
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Nothing found indicates that he was son of Richard. If he 
was, it is strange there is no record to show that he inherited 
any property from Richard; and that John left nothing to the 
sons of Bartholomew. The name Richard is not found in Bar- 
tholomew’s family, nor is the name Bartholomew found in the 
families of the daughters of Richard. There is absolutely 
nothing to suggest a connection, except that Guilford and Bran- 
ford are adjacent towns, and that the unreliable ‘‘Goodrich 
Family’’ made Bartholomew a son of Richard. While the evi- 
dence is insufficient to warrant a positive declaration that Bar- 
tholomew was not Richard’s son, it decidedly points towards that 
conclusion, and in my opinion the parentage of Bartholomew 
should be sought in some other Goodrich family. 


TWO WILLIAM LEES OF BURLINGTON, NEW JERSEY 


By WALTER LEE SHEPPARD, JR., M.S., Capt., F.A., of Philadelphia, Pa. 


On January 15, 1678/9, Godfrey Newbold of Handsworth 
Woodhouse in the parish of Handsworth, co. of York, England, 
yeoman, deeded to William Lee of Burlington, West Jersey, his 
servant, 40 acres to be surveyed out of land assigned to him in 
West Jersey. (Recorded May Day, 1681.) 

From this record we may read between the lines as follows. 
William Lee was possibly born and baptised at or near Hands- 
worth. He became a steward to the estates of Mr. Newbold, and 
when Mr. Newbold received his grant of land in the New World, 
William was sent out to manage it. Mr. Newbold apparently 
gave him these 40 acres as, or in lieu of, wages. He apparently 
never came to America himself, as we find frequent sales of 
parts of his property, all referring to him as resident in England. 

On September 4, 1681, William took advantage of the above 
deed and surveyed out 40 acres on the Delaware ‘‘at the head of 
Matinicunk Island, at the mouth of a small creek.’’ (Revel’s 
Book of Surveys.) Then on August 10, 1683, we find a record 
of the sale of 40 acres (probably the above) by William Lee to 
‘‘Richard Grey of Elsinburgh, West Jersey, yeoman.’’ This 
deed calls William ‘‘carpenter, of Burlington.’’ 

* * 

From this point on we find in the Burlington area two William 
Lees. No relationship has been discovered between these two, 
and the most careful search has so far failed to reveal which of 
the two can be identified with the William Lee above mentioned. 
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Both seem to have belonged to the Society of Friends, though 
neither could be considered, from the known evidence, an ardent 
churchman. 

Let us consider first the William Lee who moved from Bur- 
lington to Philadelphia. 


The marriage licenses for West Jersey show that on September 
23, 1683, a William Lee married a Joan South (name also 
appears in the State records, probably erroneously, as Smith) 
both of Burlington. Then, under date of October 9, 1683, the 
records of the Burlington Monthly Meeting of the Society of 
Friends shows that ‘‘ William Lee and Jone South confess for 
marrying out [of meeting].’’ 

The couple then moved to Philadelphia, for we find the records 
of their burials, and the burials of four of their children in the 
books of the Philadelphia Monthly Meeting. 

Hannah Lee bur. 5-18-1690. 
Sarah Lee bur. 2-15-1690. 
Rebecca Lee bur. 6-6-1702. 
Sarah Lee bur. 5-10-1714. 


William was buried 2-14-1711, and his widow, Joan, on 9-13-1713. 
The Friends’ records, usually very complete, do not show the 
births or antecedents of any of this family. It is probable, 
however, that there were many other children besides those listed 
above. No will or deeds of this William have been found. 
* * * 


Moving up the river from Burlington we reach first Borden- 
town and then Trenton. The Quakers of this area belonged to the 
Chesterfield Monthly Meeting. But there were some settlements 
that were pretty far removed from the meeting where there 
dwelt Quakers whose religious convictions were not strong 
enough to make them active in the congregation. Such a town 
was Maidenhead (now Lawrenceville), which was first in Bur- 
lington County, then Hunterdon, and now Mercer. Here, in 
1713, was written the following will of William Lee. (Although 
this will is recorded and filed at Trenton, it is not extracted or 
indexed in the will extracts appearing in the New Jersey 
Archives. ) 

In the name of god Amen ye 26 of october 1713 I william Lee of Maiden- 
head in the County of Burlington and Provence of new jersey being weake 
of body but of parfect mind and memory blessed bee god therefore. Call- 
ing minde the uncartainty of this mortall Life knowing that it is Appointed 
for all men once to dye doe make and ordaine this my Last will and 
testament in manor and form following thats to say prinsaply and furst 
of all I give and Recommend my Soule into the hand of god that gave it. 
and my body to be decently buryed at the discretion of my Executor here 
after named and as for such worldly esstate ass it hath pleased god to 
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bless me with in this Life I give and dispose in manor as followeth thats 
to say 


furst I will that all mty just debts and dueies as I doe owe in Right and 
contience to any manor of parson or parsons whatsoever shall be well and 
truly contented and paid or secured to be paid in convenient time after my 
decese by my trusty & well be Loved freind Joseph Worth whom I make, 
constitute and ordaine my only and sole Executor of this my Last will and 
Testament 


Item I give and be queith to hannah my dear & well be loved wife fifty 
acres of my Land joining to the land (of) James price 


Item I give and be queith to my ouldest son william fifty Acres of Land 
where on are my house and improvements to be devided by a Regular Line 
to stoney brook 


Item I give and be queith all the Rest and Remainder of my Land to be 
equally devided between my three other children 


Item I allso will that all my parsonal Estate thats to say what Remains 
after my just debts are fully satisfied and paid to be equally devided 
between wife and Children every one to have an equall part of ye same 


Item I further will that my Children are taken care of and put out by my 
Executor a bove mentioned to whome I give full pour to Execute the same 
as well as all the Rest of this my Last will and Testament and I doe 
here by disanu] Revoke and disalow all and ever other former Testaments 
wills and Legacies bequests and Executors by me in any wayes before this 
time named willed and bequeithed Ratifiing and Confirming this and no 
other to be my Last will and Testament In withess where of I have here 
unto sett my hand and seal the day and year a bove written 


Signed sealled published 


pronounced and declared by his 
the said William Lee to be William X Lee 
his Last will and Testament marke 


in presence of us the subscribers 
Ralph Hunt 
Ebenr Petty 
Hezekiah Bonham 
Jacob Baillergeau 
Justice 


At Burlington, Nov. 13, 1713, Joseph Worth accepted execu- 
torship before recorder Jeremiah Bass. Also on that date the 
witnesses of the will appeared before the recorder and swore to 
the signature. A very full and complete inventory of the estate 
was taken under date of Nov. 3, 1713, by John Bainbridge and 
Benjamin FitzRandolph. The estate was a considerable one for 
a farmer of the period, and the inventory most interesting. It is 
on file with the will at Trenton. 

From the will we note that William Lee had a wife Hannah, 
and four children, eldest named William, all under age. Efforts 
to trace the marriage of William and Hannah, and the births of 
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their children, have all been unavailing. The family is not to 
be found among the records of any of the Friends’ meetings or 
churches so far searched. 

Examination of the names of the witnesses, executor, and men 
who took the inventory shows that all surnames except that of 
Baillergeau were names of Quakers in the Burlington or Phila- 
delphia Monthly Meetings, seeming to suggest that the colony to 
which William belonged were lukewarm Quakers. 

Of the children we can definitely identify one—William. He 
moved to Bucks Co., Penna., where on July 2, 1729, he married 
Hannah Smith, daughter of William and Mary (Croasdale) 
Smith. She was disowned by the Quakers for marrying out of 
meeting. 

On December 6, 1737, William was invited to join the Wrights- 
town Monthly Meeting, and he accepted on January 3, 1738. 
Some of his children joined with him. His daughter, Mary, 
did not. 

The William Smith Genealogy gives William and Hannah Lee 
four children and says that William also had two more children, 
Ralph and Mary, by a former wife. This I believe to be in 
error. Mary I believe to be his daughter by Hannah. She was 
certainly his daughter (see numerous Vansant—Lee deeds and 
wills on record), and I see no reason to suppose another wife. 
Mary was not married until 1748 and she could well have been 
born subsequent to 1729. 

As to Ralph, he could not well have been William’s son at all. 
William was under age (under 16) when his father on October 
26, 1713 made his will. That means that William was born in 
1698 or subsequently. He would have to be married pretty 
voung to be the father of Ralph who was married in 1733. And 
Ralph, too, would have to be pretty young at his marriage. I 
suggest instead that Ralph was his brother, one of the unnamed 
children mentioned in the will of William senior. 

Another brother may have been the John Lee of Burlington 
county, who married January 4, 1727, Joanna Fort (N. J. 
Marriage Licenses). 

The early New Jersey and Pennsylvania records show a great 
number of Lees who have so far not been identified with any of 
the well documented Lee families of this region. It is possible 
that subsequent research may result in the disclosure of more of 
the children of these two William Lees. 

References: Probate Records of New Jersey. Monthly Meeting Records, 
Burlington Monthly Meeting. Hinshaw’s ‘‘Encyclopedia of American 
Quaker Genealogy,’’ vol. 2. New Jersey Archives. Josiah B. Smith’s 
‘*Descendants of William Smith.’’ There is a tradition, published in 


various books, that the Lees of Pennsylvania stem from a William Lee who 
was a Captain in the army of William of Orange, who fought in the Battle 
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of the Boyne and then came to America, that this William was one of 
three brothers, the second of whom came to New England, and the third to 
Virginia. All of this.is, so far as we know, a very pretty piece of fiction. 
The Lees of Pennsylvania come from a great many sources, but the most 
numerous are the descendants of the William Lee of Maidenhead, N. J. 


JOHN PARKER OF BOSTON, MASS. 


By CLARENCE ALMON TorRREY, PH.B., of Dorchester, Mass. 


JOHN’ PARKER, carpenter, of Marlborough, England, came to 
New England in the James of London, which sailed from South- 
ampton, England, in April, 1635 (New England Historical and 
Genealogical Register, vol. 14, pages 332-333). He settled in the 
part of Boston, called Muddy River, now the town of Brookline. 
His widow Jane married second, Richard Thayer. 

The records of St. Mary’s, Marlborough, England, mention the 
following marriages.* 

John Parker & Joan Hellyer, 12 Aug. 1627. 

John Parker & Jane Kember, 29 Sept. 1628. 

It is believed that one of the above records (probably the 
second), refers to the marriage of John and Jane Parker, after- 
ward of Boston. 


EPHRAIM? AND HANNAH (SPROUT) KEEN 
A Problem Presented 


By Donatp LINES Jacosus, M.A., of New Haven, Conn. 


Josiah’ Keen of Marshfield and Duxbury, Mass., married first, 
Abigail Little, and second, Hannah Dingley. His will, dated 
28 May 1695, was proved 15 Sept. 1710. By his first wife he 
left one surviving child, Josiah, Jr., of Pembroke, Mass., whose 
youngest son, Hezekiah, left a record of the family. Important 
information about this family was published in The Mayflower 
Descendant, vol. 19, p. 128; vol. 28, pp. 5, 6. 

By his second wife, Josiah’ had three sons, John, Matthew and 
Ephraim, and four daughters. The sons settled in Pembroke, 
Mass. Ephraim? Keen married at Scituate, Mass., 1 Apr. 1703, 
Hannah Sprout, daughter of Robert and Elizabeth (Samson) 
Sprout, and granddaughter of Henry' Samson of the Mayflower. 
They had six children recorded at Pembroke [The Genealogical 
Advertiser, vol. 1, p. 30; or the printed Pembroke Vital 
Records | : 


* Phillimore’s Wiltshire Parish Registers, Marriages, vol. 2, page 72. 
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Mary, b. 9 Dec. 1705. 
Ephraim, b. 20 Mar. 1707. 
Lazarus, b. Dee. 1710. 
Hannah, b. 13 Nov. 1713. 
Abigail, b. 24 Feb. 1716/17. 
Welthea, b. 8 Nov. 1719. 


Ephraim Keen lived at Middleborough, Mass., 11 June 1707, 
when he bought land there. On 17 Dee. 1712, Robert Sprout of 
Middleborough conveyed land there to Mercy wife of Thomas 
Oldham, Annah wife of Ebenezer Richmond, and Hannah wife 
of Ephraim Keen. Ephraim was of Pembroke, 13 Feb. 1716/17, 
when he sold the homestead on which he then lived. [Plymouth 
County Deeds, 9-292; 10-28; 13-37. ] 

On 30 Oct. 1717, Josiah Kean, Sr., John Kean, Matthew Kean, 
Ephraim Kean, Isaac Oldham and Hannah his wife, John Bishop 
and Elizabeth his wife, all of Pembroke, Hudson Bishop and 
Abigail his wife of Scituate, and Timothy Rogers and Sarah his 
wife of Middleborough, sold land in Duxbury [ib., 17-129]. 
These were the children of Josiah’ Keen, with the husbands of 
Ephraim ’s sisters. 

On 11 Apr. 1718, Ephraim Kean and Hannah his wife of 
Pembroke, and Ebenezer Richmond and Anna his wife of Mid- 
dleborough, sold two-thirds of certain land ‘‘w** did Originally 
Belong unto our Hon* Grand father Henry Samson’’ [ib., 14- 
100}. 

Then on 10 Jan. 1718/19, Ephraim Kean of Pembroke, yeoman, 
sold the farm in Pembroke on which he then dwelt, and at his 
next purchase, 28 Mar. 1723, he was of Middleborough [7b., 14- 
202; 20-177]. This purchased land he sold on 19 Dee. 1729, 
and the same date he bought from James Sprout of Middle- 
borough a part of the latter’s homestead, which he sold back to 
him 21 Jan. 1730/1 [7b., 30-35 ; 25-16 ; 31-164]. 

Ephraim appears after 1707 to have resided chiefly in Pem- 
broke until 1719; the children recorded there were entered at 
one time in a group, though the older children may not have been 
born there. About 1719 Ephraim seems to have moved back to 
Middleborough, where his wife’s relatives, the Sprouts, lived, 
and here he remained at least until 1731. Thereafter, he dis- 
appears. He had no probate in Plymouth County. 

He had one more child recorded, a son Robert in Middle- 
borough in 1722. It is thought that he had also a daughter 
Elizabeth, born about 1724, but her birth or baptism is lacking. 
Robert was named after his maternal grandfather, Robert 
Sprout, and Elizabeth would be named after her maternal 
grandmother, Elizabeth (Samson) Sprout. 

In 1739 Ephraim Keen ‘‘of Freetown’’ married at Middle- 
borough, Merey Allen of Middleborough. On 23 Jan. 1738/9, 
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Ephraim Keen, Jr., ‘‘late of Freetown but now of Swanzey... . 
Mariner,’’ sold one-sixth of a lot in Middleborough, which ‘‘ was 
laid out unto the Original Right of Robert Sprout.’’ [Plymouth 
County Deeds, 33-122. ] 

The indexes of Bristol County records, covering both Free- 
town and Swansea, fail to indicate probate or deeds for Ephraim 
Keen. However, the 1790 Census lists both a Robert Keen and 
a Robert Keen, Jr., at Somerset, a town which was set off from 
Swansea earlier that very year. Hence it appears that Robert, 
the youngest son of Ephraim, remained in Swansea. 

The ‘‘Mayflower Index’’ includes only one line of descent 
from Ephraim and Hannah (Sprout) Keen, through their 
daughter Welthea wife of Israel Chase. What became of the 
other recorded children ? 

The vital records of Abington, Mass., show that William 
Sprague married Abigail Keen of Weymouth in 1736, and that 
Joshua Sprague married Elizabeth Keen in 1744. Records of 
the Second Church of Weymouth include Abigail Keen’s mar- 
riage, but no other Keen entries. Abigail widow of William 
Sprague died at Abington, 23 Feb. 1800, aged 83. This agrees 
with the birth date of Abigail daughter of Ephraim Keen, and 
no other Abigail has been found in an extended search of the 
Keen family who fits. It is believed that William Sprague’s 
wife was this daughter of Ephraim Keen, but why was she living 
at Weymouth ? 

It is also natural to conclude that Joshua Sprague’s wife, 
Elizabeth Keen, was sister of Abigail and daughter of Ephraim 
Keen. Most likely she met her future husband while visiting 
her sister, Mrs. William Sprague, in Abington; and she seems to 
have returned to relatives in Middleborough, where the Sprouts 
lived, to prepare for her wedding. For although the marriage 
was recorded in Abington, it actually occurred in Middleborough, 
where it was also entered in the following terms: ‘‘ August the 
21*t: 1744 Then was Married at Middleborough Joshua Sprague 
& Elizabeth Keen both of Abington In the County of Plimouth 
p™ me Benj. White Justice of Peace’’ [The Mayflower Descend- 
ant, vol. 18, p. 78]. 

Joshua and Elizabeth (Keen) Sprague had four children born 
at Abington: 

Joshua, b. 28 Feb. 1746. 
Elisha, b. 27 Aug. 1748. 
Samuel, b. 28 Feb. 1753. 
Silence, b. 8 Aug. 1755. 


Elizabeth Sprague was appointed Administratrix on the Estate 
of her late husband, Joshua Sprague of Abington, 7 Mar. 1757, 
her bondsmen being William Sprague and Edward Cobb. In 
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later records of the estate she appears as Elizabeth Sprague alias 
Beale. [Plymouth County Probate, 14-385, 219; 16-363, 456; 
19-12; File 19062.] She married second, at Abington, 12 June 
1760, William Beale of Weymouth. Again, attention must be 
called to the fact that her supposed sister, Abigail Keen, was 
of Weymouth when she married William Sprague. 

In 1738 a ‘‘Larance’’ Keen of Hanover, Mass., died, and his 
widow Elizabeth was appointed guardian to the six children, Ebe- 
nezer, Mary, John, Joseph, Noah, and Benjamin, all under four- 
teen years of age [Plymouth County Probate, File 11790]. No 
place for a Lawrence Keen has been found in the Josiah’ Keen 
family, unless perchance the name of Ephraim’s son Lazarus 
was misread and he should be Lawrence. But ‘‘Lazarus’’ was 
born at the end of 1710 and would have been unusually young to 
die in 1738 in his 28th year leaving six children. On the other 
hand, his widow Elizabeth would seem a bit old to be the Eliza- 
beth who married Joshua Sprague in 1744. The widow of 
Lawrence may be the Elizabeth Keen who married at Pembroke, 
3 Sept. 1741, Hudson Bishop. A generation earlier, Ephraim’s 
sister Abigail married also a Hudson Bishop. 

In 1740 Shadrack* Keen (John*, Josiah’) married Elizabeth 
Turner at Hanover, Mass. This was a late marriage, for Shad- 
rack was born in 1703, hence was nearly forty at the time; and 
he seems to have died childless, for a late settlement of the estate 
of John? Keen omits mention of Shadrack or his heirs [Plymouth 
County Probate, File 11788]. 

Here then is the problem, or rather, a nest of problems. Was 
Elizabeth (Keen) Sprague a daughter of Ephraim Keen? If 
not, who was she? What became of the other children of 
Ephraim? Who was Lawrence Keen, and what became of his 
widow Elizabeth? Who was Elizabeth (Turner) Keen, and 
what became of her after the death of Shadrack Keen? Who 
was the Elizabeth Keen who married Hudson Bishop? Any 
person who ean shed light on these questions is invited to write 
to the contributor of this article. 

Finally, for those interested in the Mayflower Sprout connec- 
tion, a brief abstract of the will of Robert Sprout, Ephraim 
Keen’s father-in-law, is appended. ‘‘I Robert Sprout Late of 
Scituate but at this time being Confined by Bodily Infirmity to 
Abide at my house in Middlebury [Middleborough] .... . my 
Daughter Marey [Marcy] Oldham..... my Daughter Anna 
Richmond ..... my Daughter Hannah Cane [Keen] ..... my 
Daughters Elisabeth Sprout & Mary Sprout..... my two Sons 
James Sprout & Ebenezer Sprout ..... my Wife.’’ 23 Nov. 
1711. Signed by mark (R). Witnesses: John Randall, Israel 
Thrasher, James Bell. Allowed 11 Dee. 1712. [Plymouth 
County Probate, 3-222; File 19143.] 


ORIGINAL LONG ISLAND SOURCE MATERIAL 


_ [Under this general title, it is proposed to make available from time to 
time hitherto unpublished records pertaining to Long Island families. The 
series begins with an important record of nearly a hundred marriages. ] 


MARRIAGES PERFORMED BY REV. ZACHARIAH 
GREENE, D.D., DURING HIS MINISTRY 
1787-1797, CUTCHOGUE, L. L. 


Contributed by Leroy Smitn, Esq., of Brooklyn, N. Y. 


1787 
Aug. 19 John Fleet of Huntington and Sarah Wells of 
Southold. 
Oct. 4 David Davis of Brookhaven and Mehitable Tuthill of 
Southold. 


** 11 John Cockran of Saybrook, Conn., & Experience 
King of Southold. 
Dec. 30 Luther Case & Mehitable Webb both of Southold. 


No. of Marriages in 1787 4 
1788 
Feby. 28 Benjamin Halliock and Bethiah Horton both of 
Southold. 
Mech. 6 John Hedges and Mary Babcock both of Southold. 
+ 9 Peter Vail and Hannah Boushseau (Boisseau) both of 
Southold. 
April 1 Wm L’Hommedieu & Jemima Landon both of 
Southold. 
‘* 17 Nathaniel L’Hommedieu and Lydia Bailey both of 
Southold. 


May 27 Warren Richmond of Guilford, Conn., and Mary 
Terry of Southold. 

June 23 Simeon Halsey of Bridge Hampton and Mary Havens 
of Southold. 

Oct. 2 Charles Chittenden of Guilford, Conn., and Rhoda 


Terry of Southold. 
Nov. 23 John Halliock of Southold and Clarissa Buchanan of 


Shelter Island. 
‘¢  «* Samuel Payne and Martha Terry both of Southold. 
No. of Marriages in 1788 10 


1789 
Jany. 25 Preserved Field late of Hartford, Conn., and Naomi 
Overton of Southold. 


Feby. 1 
Feby. 15 
Nov. 12 
Dee. 12 
Feby. 9 
Sep. 25 
26 

30 

Dee. 10 
Jany. 18 
24 
M’ch. 4 
May 11 
June 8 
July 4 
Aug. 8 
Sep. 13 
Nov. 10 
Dee. 22 
Jan’y.12 
Feby. 8 
July 19 
Sep. 2 
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Isaac Terry & Lucretia Case of Southold. 
Phineas Robertson of Brookhaven and Phebe Corwin 
of Southold. 
Thias Case & Julia Moore of Southold. 
Thomas Goldsmith & Keturah Gennings both of 
Southold. 
No. of Marriages in 1789 5 


1790 

Charles Glover & Frances Case of Southold. 

Lanthon Bronson Me Cane of Guilford, Conn., & 
Lavice Terry of Southold. 

Wm Roggers of Southold to a girl from Groton, Conn., 
name forgotten. 

Wm Hubbard of Guilford, Conn., and Mary Landon 
of Southold. 

Zachens* Horton of Goshen, Orange Co., & widow 
Elizabeth Case of Southold. 

No. of Marriages in 1790 5 


1791 
Daniel Osborn of Southold & my sister Jane Green 
late of Con. Windham Co. 
Benjamin Hutchinson & Elizabeth Tuthill of Southold. 
Phineas King & Elenor Hallock of Southold. 
Nathaniel King & Mehitable Tuthill of Southold. 
Samuel Skidmore & Hannah Seudder of Huntington. 
John Tuthill & Abigail Terry of Southold. 
James Downs & Mehitable Hempstead of Southold. 
John Hart & Mahitable Parney(?) of Southold. 
Capt. David Webb & Elizabeth Boothe of Southold. 
Joseph P. Wickham, Esq., & Phebe Moore of Southold. 
Walter Reeve & Deliverance Parney of Southold. 
No. of Marriages in 1791 11 


1792 
Abijah Corey & Mary Bailey of Southold. 
John Allen of New Jersey & Mary Overton of 
Southold. 
Zebulon Hallock & Bethiah Boothe of Southold. 
Samuel Dickerson & Julia Wells of Southold. 
Phineas Corey & Catharine Petty of Southold. 
Gardiner Havens of Shelter Island & Esther Clarke of 
Southold. 


* Probably Zacheus 


Jany. 


Feby. 


July 


April 


June 


July 


25 
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Silas Vail & Elizabeth Young of Southold. 

Richard Terry & Elizabeth Case of Southold. 

Calvin Wells & Elizabeth Horton of Southold. 
No. of Marriages in 1792 9 


1793 


Moses Cleveland & Parnel Conklin of Southold. 
Jonathan Reeves & Mehitable King of Southold. 
David Wells & Mary Hart. She was his fourth wife 
& he never saw the light of the sun, both of 
Southold. 
No. of Marriages in 1793 3 


1794 
Wm N. Pike & Amelia Osborn of Southold. 
Joseph Goldsmith & Prudence Horton of Southold. 
Isaac Hudson & Elizabeth Osborn of Southold. 
Frederick King & Cynthia Brown of Southold. 
Lemuel Young & Frances Roggers of Southold. 
Eliphalet Wadsworth of Farmington, Conn., & Mary 
Young of Southold. 
John Hart & Clarissa Wines this is the second time I 
married J. Hart he has since married his third wife. 
Rev. Whitefield Cowles of Granbor, Mass., & Gloriana 
Havens of Shelter Island. 
James Reeve Esq & Mahetable Wells Downs of 
Southold. 
Flavel Case & Elizabeth Benjamin of Southold. 
Joseph Vail & Mary Stanbrough of Southold. 
David Terry & Lydia Gennings of Southold. 
David Petty & Prudence Terry of Southold. 
George Ledyard & Widow Eunice Goldsmith of 
Southold. 
No. of Marriages in 1794 14 


1795 

Martin Goldsmith & Mahitable Reeve of Southold. 

David Horton & Mary Case of Southold. 

Havens Racket & Dezire Vail of Southold. 

Wm Udall & Widow Mariam Bigalow both of South- 
old late from New London Mr. Udall from New 
York. 

Nathaniel Vail & Prudence Tuthill of Southold. 

Wm Terry & Mehitable Case of Southold. 

Wm Roggers & Eunice Wheaden of Southold. 


120 
Sep. 
Oct. 11 
Nov. 15 

23 
17 
25 
Jany. 12 
16 
Feby 9 
oh 14 
16 
17 
3 
Sep. 15 
Sep. 18 
95 
Oct. 19 
Oct. 31 
; Nov. 27 
Dee. 2 
Jany. 15 
Feb. 28 
June 30 
July 9 
Aug. 9 
Oct. 17 
Nov. 26 
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Dec. 2 Nathaniel Bouchseau & Ruth Boothe of Southold. 
‘* 17 Wm Horton & Mary Boothe of Southold. 
No. of Marriages in 1795 8(9) 


1796 


Feby. 18 Barnabas Horton & Mehitable Wells of Southold. 
M’ch. 1 John Clarke & Elizabeth Corwin of Southold. 
‘** 17 Wm Hallock & Lucretia Overton of Southold. 
July 28 Deacon Benjamin Wells & Hannah Booth he was 75 
she was 37 both of Southold. 
Sep. 21 James Overton & Elizabeth Brown of Southold. 
Nov. 24 Simon Moore & Elenor Drake of Southold He was 
80 she 35. 
Dec. 29 Thomas Wickham & Ann Worth of Southold. 
in ‘¢ Ezekiel Boothe & Ruhami Griffing of Southold. 
No. of Marriages in 1796 8 


1797 
2 Benjamin Young & Phileand Wheedon of Southold. 
Feby. 7 Benjn Beebe & Bethiah Conklin of Southold. 
5 


Mar. Zebulon King of Shelter Island & Abigail Conkling of 
Southold. 
7 ‘* Youngs Billard & Mary Goldsmith of Southold. 
July 16 David Howell of Riverhead & Abigail Case of 
Southold. 
24 Silas Walton of New Jersey & Mehitable Tuthill of 
Southold. 
Sep. 17 Daniel Brown & Susanna Case of Southold. 
No. of Marriages in 1797 7 


Total 84 


NEW LONDON PROBATE RECORDS 
Files before 1710 


Abstracted by DonaLp Lines Jacosus 


[Continued from Vol. 17, p. 120] 


SCOFIELD, ARTHUR, of Lyme. File No. 4702. Arter 
Seouell of Lyme, son of Ater Scouell of Lyme deceast, being 
14 the third of Last Genuary, chose honoured father in Law 
Nathanell Hudson of Lyme .. . gardian, 22 Feb. 1705/6. Wit.: 
Joseph Peck, Recorder, Samuel Mott, Amos Tinker. 
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SHAPLY, BENJAMIN, of New London. File No. 4758. 
Will 5 July 1706, proved 18 Sept. 1706. Sick and weake. 
Loueing Wife Mary Shaply, £20. Son Daniel, my Warehouse 
and land by the waterside on which it stands. Two Gransons 
Benjamin and Joseph Shaply four square rods whare my son 
Benjamin Built his house. Rest to Loueing Wife during her 
Widowhood for her maintainance, and for the bringing up my 
Children, as she shall se meet; if she shall Marry, she shall haue 
for life my now dwelling house in New London with the Orchard 
thereto adjoining, also 1/3 of personal estate forever. If she die 
in her Widowhood, residue equally among my children, my son 
Benjamin’s two sons (Benjamin and Joseph) to haue an equal 
share with one of my children, ete. Wit.: John Plumbe, John 
Richards, C : Christophers. 

Inventory of Estate of Cap't: Benjamin Shaply taken 10 Sept. 
1706 by John Plumbe, John Richards, C; Christophers. Total, 
£529.09.04. The Names and ages of the Children of the 
deceased—the heirs of benjamin Shaply deceased being Son to 
the testator; Ruth Morgan, 33; Mary truman, of age; Anne 
Auery, of age; Daniel Shaply, 17; Jane Shaply, 12. Mary 
Shaply, the widow, made oath 18 Sept. 1706. 

2"! Tuesday of Jan. 1738/9. Petition of Joshua Appleton and 
Jane his wife in her Right, and Joseph Truman Jun", of New 
London, Some of the Coheirs .. . that dwelling house and orchard 
were devised to his son Daniel on condition that he pay shares 
to the other children and grandchildren; appointment of free- 
holders requested. 

To M* Daniel Shapley of New London, M* John Morgan and 
wife Ruth, Mt James Morgan and wife Anne, of Groton, 9 Jan. 
1738/9: These are to signify unto you that Joshua Appleton in 
Right of Jane his wife and Joseph Truman Jun of New London 
[interlined here, small and hard to read: Jn° Truman Henry 
Benjamin & Daniel Truman, John? Haris? & Mary his wife & 
Jn° Grifing & Elisabeth his wife Sam" Lee & Jane his wife |— 
Some of the Coheirs of M" Benj* Shapley of s*? New London 
Dec" have filed a Complaint... . 

Dan" Shapley objects that the land in question was never the 
Estate of Benjamin Shapley deceased, but was the Estate of 
Mary Shapley mother of Dan"; she conveyed it to him 17 July 
1727. 

J. Hempsted, Th® Prentice, and Jer. Miller, Freeholders, 
apprize the Homestead, House and orchard of M* Benj* Shapley 
late of New London Dec® at £800, 24 Jan. 1738/9. 


SHARSWOOD, GEORGE, of New London. File No. 4768. 
Bond of Jonathan Hill, Adm’r, 31 Aug. 1704, with William 
Horsey, surety, both of New London. 
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Inventory of Estate of George Sharswood sen™ deceased taken 
7 Sept. 1704 by John Richards and Jn° Plumbe; the only items 
were house and home lot, £50, and an iron pot, 3s. Distribution 
ordered in Equall proportion between W™ Sharswoods Heirs, & 
Jonathan Hill in Right of his Wife. 

Division made 2 Oct. 1704 by John Plumb and Joshua Hemp- 
stead between [heirs of crossed off| william Shawswood | late 
crossed off | son to the sd George Shawswood and Jonathan Hill 
in right of his wife mary. [It would seem that William was 
discovered to be living. | 


SHAW, THOMAS, of Stonington. File No. 4789. ‘‘Thomas 
Shaw deceased the 17" of febrewary 1701 in Stoningtowne his 
son John presented what estate his father left his bed and wearin 
cloathes aprised by Gershom Holdrid and John Prosor at twenty 
shilings.’’ 6 Mar. 1701. 


SHIPMAN, MARY, of Saybrook. File No. 4806. Inventory 
of Estate of Mary Shipman of Say-Brook Widdow, who departed 
this Life the 30: Day of August 1704 psented by her son 
Samuell Shipman of Say-Brook; taken 15 Sept. 1704 by Cap’. 
John Clark and Ens: Thomas Buckingham. Accepted and 
approved by John Shipman, Samuell Shipman, Mary Parker, 
sons and Daughters of ye deceased. Account of Samuell Ship- 
man includes ‘‘To Keeping my mother, from the time that my 
sisters divided the Estate, and took all from my mother, but 
what is in ye Jnventory till the time shee dyed’’—his charge 
against the estate was £6. 


SMITH, ANN, of Norwich. File No. 4869. Inventory of the 
Estate of Ann Smith of Norwich ‘‘whoe Deceased March the 
26 1700’ taken by Thomas Leffingwell and Caleb able (his 
mark, C), Selectmen. It includes 1/6 part of the housing and 
homestead which was her fathers lying on the east side of the 
River in the Township of Newlondon, £15; and 1/6 part of three 
horses, £1.10.0._ Presented 8 Apr. 1700. Administration granted 
to brother Obadiah Smith of Norwich. 


SMITH, HENRY, of Lyme. File No. 4908. Bond 23 Apr. 
1702 of Mary Smith, Adm’x, and Joseph Peck of Lyme, surety. 

Bond 3 June 1703 of Marah Smith of Lyme, Adm’x, with 
John Smith of Lyme, surety. 

Inventory of the estate of ‘‘henory Smith how Deceased the 
10™ of Nouember 1701”’ taken 25 Nov. 1701 by Joseph Peck and 
Jonathan Tillieson ; total, £136.17.02. Widow Mary made oath. 
The agge of the Children: The Eldist Johana, 12 year old; Sarah, 
about 10; Jeams, about 9; marah, 6; Jeruse, 2 year old last 
July ; Thomas borne last Aug*t 27. 
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An account showed debts owing to ffrancis Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Jonathan Tillitson, John Lay, Isack Watrus, senor, m'* 
Shadick, Richard Smith senor, Stephen dewoulf, Richard Smith 
Juner. 


SMITH, RICHARD, of Lyme. File No. 4965. Will 7 Mar. 
1701/2, proved 23 Apr. 1702. To my eldest son: Richard 
Smith ... upland and meadow: that J bought of Jeams Smith 
deceast lat of Lyme, ete. To my dau. abbigal Smith, livestock 
and bedding; to my dau. Susana Smith, livestock and bedding ; 
to Elizebeth Smith ‘‘I giue: and bequeath fiue shep: and when 
She Come of agg four young Cattell one bed with furnituer to 
it when they Come of age.’’ To my two sons Daniell Smith 
and Carly Smith, land. To my two Daughters marget and phebe 
Smith when they come of age, what will make them equal with 
the other daughters. To well beloued wife Elizabeth, my Dwell- 
ing house and whom steed, for life, and at her deceas to Returne 
to the two youngest boys. She and my well beloued brother 
John Lay to be executrix and executor. To wife’s son Richard 
Harise if he Continue with his mother until of age. Wit.: 
thomas haris, Henery Roulen, Joseph Peck. 

Inventory of the estate of ‘‘Richard Smith of Lyme Deceased 
the 8" of march 1701/2 Taken the 21 march 1701/2’’ by Joseph 
Peck and John Lay, Townsmen. Total, £265.05.09. The agge 
of the Children of Richard Smith Deceast: Richard Smith, 23 
year old Last august; Abegall, 19 year old Last September ; 
Susana, 17 year old Last febuary; Danell, 10 year old; Carley, 
7 year old Last febuary ; marget, 4 year old Last June; phebe, 
2 year old Last Desember. Elizabeth Smith made oath 23 Apr. 
1702. 

Moses Noyes testifies 23 Apr. 1702 that Richard Smith was of 
sound mind when he made his will. 


SMITH, RICHARD, of New London. File No. 4966. Bond 
9 Nov. 1708 of James Smith of New London, Adm’r, with Tho* 
Way and Jn°® Smith of New London, sureties. 

Inventory taken 13 Dee. 1708 by John Hough and John 
Richards; total, £72.07.09. James Smith, Adm’r, made oath to 
Inventory of his brother’s estate, 14 Dec. 1708. 

Account of debts; also several receipts from creditors to the 
Adm’r. One receipt was from John Smith for 5s. 6 pence ‘‘due 
from my Brother Richard Smith.’’ 


| 
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BOOK REVIEWS 


Edited by GiLBerT H. Doane, B.A., of Madison, Wis. 


[Only genealogical books can be reviewed. Those desiring a review 
should send a copy to Mr. Doane, 2006 Chadbourne Avenue, Madison, 
Wisconsin. ] 


Descendants of Micum McIntire . .. Compiled and published by Robert 
Harry McIntire. (Rutland, Vt., The Tuttle Publishing Co., Inc., 1940). 
158 p. Indexed, ($5.00). 

Descendants of Philip McIntire . . . Compiled and published by Robert 
Harry McIntire. (Lancaster, Pa., Lancester Press, Inc., 1941). 218 p. 
Indexed ($6.00). 


These two genealogies, both obtainable from the author at 441 
East Mt. Carmel Ave., Glenside, Penna., deal with the descend- 
ants of two of those Scottish Highlanders who were captured at 
the Battle of Dunbar, September 3, 1650, and deported by Crom- 
well. Micum MelIntire settled in York, Me., while Philip, pos- 
sibly a brother, became a permanent settler in Reading, Mass. 

Both of these genealogies are excellent examples of ‘‘how to do 
it’? for those who wish to publish a history of their family. 
Although done by different printers, both are in good taste, 
simply done in a legible type, well bound in matching bindings 
of red cloth, and easy to the hand as well as the eye. The 
arrangement of the genealogical details is clear and concise. 

Mr. McIntire, who is a mathematician and aviator, has stated 
his facts briefly and has avoided unnecessary conjecture. Wills 
and occasionally other documents have been quoted, although the 
location of these is not located—for instance, in the first volume, 
on p. 16-17, Micum MelIntire’s will is given in full, but its pres- 
ent whereabouts is not mentioned, although one may assume that 
it is to be found in the appropriate probate office in Maine. The 
footnotes contain many interesting data not sufficiently relevant 
to the text to warrant inclusion in it. 

Each volume has a representation of a McIntire coat-of-arms 
for a frontispiece, and each is illustrated with a few photographs 
or portraits, as well as a map of the landmarks of the Clan in 
Seotland. Both volumes are heartily recommended to all genea- 
logical libraries. 


The Ancestry of James Patten 1747?-1817 of Arundel (Kennebunkport) 
Maine. By Walter Goodwin Davis. Portland, Maine, 1941. Small edition, 
a few copies for sale at $5.00. Octavo, 113+-xti pp. 


This is the seventh of a series of monographs by Mr. Davis, 


each covering a certain segment of his ancestral families. As 
has been his custom, Mr. Davis does not stick closely to his direct 


{ 
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lines of descent, but generously accords full mention to the col- 
laterals, straying some distance from the parental stems. This 
book is different in form, however, from the previous mono- 
graphs, each of which contained the early generations of six or 
more related families. This is almost exclusively a Patten book, 
the only exception being an account of the family of James 
Johnston of Stroudwater, to which the wife of Robert Patten of 
Arundel belonged. 

The Pattens were one of the numerous Scotch families which 
settled in Ireland and came from there to the American colonies. 
Five Patten families here are accorded extensive study ; those of 
Matthew of Biddeford, Hector of Saco, William of Boston, Robert 
of Arundel, and William of Wells. The genealogy is carried 
well beyond 1800. 

As usual, Mr. Davis has gone to the primary record sources for 
much of his material, in addition to what members of the family 
have supplied. The book should be of great interest to all who 
claim connection with any of the Patten families of northern 
New England. 

—D. L. J. 


Index to Volumes IV, V and VI, Early Settlers of New York State. 
By Janet Wethy Foley. Akron, N. Y. 93 pp. Paper cover, $5.00; cloth- 
bound, $6.50. Special rate when bound with the three volumes it covers. 


The wealth of information published in this monthly periodical 
is not fully appreciated until one uses the Index. The greater 
part of the data published is source material, from church 
records, gravestone inscriptions, and the like. It is therefore of 
the highest value, yet is not the sort of thing which one would 
read through page by page. It is therefore very easy to overlook 
items of prime interest to the inquirer, and an index is essential 
to locate them. Both library and individual subscribers should 
therefore obtain the Index. It is well arranged and at the same 
time condensed so as to get a very large number of names to the 
page. 


L. 
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QUERIES AND ANSWERS 
Edited by Puiuie M. Sirs, B.A., of Washington, D. C. 


REGULATIONS 


This department is open to subscribers without cost. The Librarian of any 
library that subscribes will be allowed one query per volume. 

Non-subscribers must enclose $1.00 for each fifty words, or fraction thereof. 

All querists should enclose letter postage for each individual query. All 
queries should be short and definite, 

Answers received will be mailed directly and promptly to querists, and will 
be published if they are of general interest. 

Letters to be forwarded to querists must be sent in unsealed, stamped 
envelopes, accompanied by number of query and its signature. Right 
is reserved to print any information contained in the communication 
to be forwarded. 

All communications should be sent at least nine weeks prior to date of 
publication to Philip M. Smith, P. O. Box 424, Benjamin Franklin 
Station, Washington, D. C. 


QUERIES 


176.(a) LATHROP. Wanted: Mother and maternal grand- 
parents of Hubbel Lathrop, born Jan. or Feb. 1779, son of 
Arunah Lathrop, of Franklin, Conn. 

(b) BIBBINS-HILL. Who were the parents of Sarah Bib- 
bins who m. at Guilford, Conn., Dee. 27, 1775, Abner Hill? 

(ec) BIBBINS (BEVINS). If the parents of the above 
Sarah Bibbins were Thomas and Watchful Bevins, who were 
their respective parents? 

(d) BRUNSON. Who were the parents of Isaac Brunson 
who d. Bolton, Conn., June 13, 1769, in his 59th year? 

(e) JENNER. Who were the parents of Samuel Jenner who 
d. Aug. 17, 1738 at Woodbury, Conn. ? 

(f) JENNER-HINMAN. Was Hannah, wife of the above 
Samuel Jenner, daughter of Edward Hinman (died 1681, Strat- 
ford, Conn.) and his wife Hannah Stiles? 

(g) DEAN. Who were the parents of Elinor, wife of the 
pioneer Walter Dean, of Taunton, Mass. ? 

(h) SCUDDER-LATHROP. Who were the parents of Eliz- 
abeth Scudder who m. 1644 Samuel Lathrop ?—H. L. 

177. SCRANTON. Capt. John Scranton (c. 1676-1758) had 
according to Taleott, 3 wives: 1) Mary Norton, mar. 1699, ‘‘d. 
Oct. 8, 1749’’; 2) Rachel Bishop; 3) Sarah Evarts; but does not 
mention last wife Mary (Bushnell?) who outlived him. The 
death of 1st wife is wrong, her gravestone proves it to have been 
wife Sarah (Allis) Evarts. Is there any proof of wife Rachel 
Bishop beyond the Guilford VR ‘‘ Rachel the wife of Capt. John 
Seranton d. Dee. 3, 1736.’’ Talcott, under Bishop family, has no 
unattached Rachel, nor has one been found elsewhere. Could the 
death of 1736 be Mary and not a Rachel? The point desired is 
who was mother of son Noah, born Jan. 20, 1714/15 and of 
son Ichabod, born Feb. 19, 1717? Their sister Submit, born 
June 18, 1712, was by wife Mary Norton.—H. L. SN. 
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Megs, Joseph s. Ebenezor & mercy b. 17 Nov. 1709 
parks, |[E]dward s. Nathaniell & abygell b. 1 Jan. 1709/10 
bishup, [S]tephen s. steuen Ju" & sarah b. 12 Oct. 1708 
blachly, {| A]byell s. moses & susanah b. 7 Feb. 1694/5 
Auerist, Susanah da. beniaman & hanah b. 24 Feb. 1709/10 
bentons, John s. John & mercy b. 22 Aug. 1709 
stone, |H]anah da. Nathaniell & hanah b. 14 Nov. 1709 
bradly, daniell s. Abraham & Jane b. 18 Oct. 1710 
doud, cornelious s. cornelios & Jane b. 12 May 1710 
hand, |s|tephen s. stephen & sarah b. 13 June 1710 
meigs, [Hea]ster da. Janna & hannah b. 19 Dee. 1709 
chitenden, [Jo|siah s. Josiah & hanah b. 21 May 1710 
hubbard, | Eb] enezor s. Ebenezor & Elezabeth b. 27 Aug. 1710 
hogkis, debrah da. Joseph & hanah b. 18 Aug. 1710 
Auered, [Jo]siah s. Josiah & Elezabeth b. 4 Aug. 1710 
bishup, |Ca]therine da. samuell & Abigell _b. 28 July 1710 
stone, Elishah s. benaiah & hanah b. 14 Oct. 1709 
ston, [Te]mparane da. Josiah & temparane _ b. 13 Oct. 1706 
stone [Josijah s. Josiah & temparanc b. 10 Apr. 1710 
dudle, [Jo]siah s. Calib & Elezabet b. 30 Aug. 1709 
blachly, Mary da. daniell & mehtobell b. 26 May 1709 
Euerts, hannah da. Ebenezor & sarah b. 30 Oct. 1710 
Euerts, Margret da. nathaniell & margret b. 22 Aug. 1710 
munger, |Sub]mit da. samuell & doroty b. 5 Jan. 1710 
stone, John s. Joseph & Mary b. 18 Aug. 1710 
Hall, [J joseph s. Ebenezor & deborah b. 6 May 1710 
Hill, {Sam]uell s. samuell & hulda b. 5 Mar. 1710/11 
eramton, [Jo]nathan s. John & hanah b. 14 Mar. 1711 
french, |Susa]nnah da. Ebenezor & susanah_ b. 8 Aug. 1703 
eritenden, [M]ercy da. Joseph & mercy b. 5 Feb. 1710/11 
Johnson, {Mer]ey da. samuell & mary b. 19 Dee. 1710 
Rosseter, [Ber]iah s. samuell & Anna b. 3 June 1711 
Euerts, [Jo]siah s. John & sarah b. 14 July 1705 


eritenden, {Lidiah] da. samuell & mindwell b. 29 Mar. 1709 
|Sam]uell s. samuell & mindwell b. 13 July 1711 
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